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Vf No Long Hauls on HED Shipments 


ORTY-EIGHT railroads have direct tracks into Hinde & Dauch 
plants. Thus go millions of H & D boxes yearly to every part 
of industrial North America. 

H & D growth is based on this principle—‘‘The establishment of 
mills and factories at points that enable prompt cooperation, quick 
shipments and short hauls.” Whether you have one plant or many, 
you will find an H & D unit as a near neighbor. 

Placing your packaging problems before H & D Package Engineers, 
not only gives you the benefit of the facilities of the largest corru- 
gated fibre box as organization in the world, but also the 
assurance of a source of supply close at hand. 


THE HINDE & DAUCH PAPER CO., 303 Decatur St., Sandusky, Ohio 
Canadian Address: King’s Street Subway and Hanna Ave., Toronto 


HINDE & DAUCH fe" SHIPPING BOXES 
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Shippers of valuable merchandise recog- 
nize full well the vital importance of fre- 
quent and economical water transporta- 
tion. The American-Hawaiian has met 
these requirements and for many years 
has supplied the transportation needs of 
Atlantic and Pacific Coast business men 
adequately and satisfactorily. 


With the passing of clipper ships and the 
coming of the Panama Canal, selling con- 
ditions and business methods have changed. 
The manufacturer and shipper must have 
his merchandise on the spot to meet cur- 
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rent markets and ever-changing selling 
conditions. Today American-Hawaiian 
operates twenty-three steamers and motor 
ships—a splendid fleet doing a special job. 
Shipments arrive safely—on time—and are 
handled with the skill that only years o 
experience can give. 


During 1928, 630,000 tons of canned and! 

dried fruits were shipped from the Pacific 

Coast to eastern markets. Of this immense 

tonnage American-Hawaiian vesseh 

moved nearly 50%—but one instance 0 

equipment and resources of this famous 
eet. 


AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN 
STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


Superior Coast-to-Coast Service 
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The subject of transportation is as old as 
the hills. The Cedars of Lebanon were 
pulled, shoved or hauled down to Jerusa- 
lem to build King Solomon’s Temple. 


We are still pulling, shoving or hauling 
lumber. Quaint methods then — great 
ship loads and train loads now—nothing 
new about the idea, but the method has 
changed. We must have service. 


The Nicholson Universal Steamship Com- 
pany does not haul lumber but it does 
give a fast, dependable Lake Service for 
the transportation of Automobiles and 
Merchandise. 


NICHOLSON UNIVERSAL STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


Owned by 
UNITED STATES FREIGHT COMPANY 

Offices: 
A aes ee South and Ohio Streets 
ren 53 West Jackson Blvd. 
CI, GED onc cc cececs Foot of East 40th St. 
SE SE, onc cc cen eceds .501 Coe Terminal Bldg. 
Milwaukee, Wis. ............ 225 Erie Street 
IE vo os evecasecnce Elm and Water Streets 
Green Bay, Wis............. 125 South Broadway 
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NICHOLSON 
UNIVERSAL STEAMSHIP 
COMPANY 
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L. every line of endeavor, sooner 


or later, there emanates a natural leader. A leader in the true sense, 
which others follow and whose standards of practise are of such 
quality as to form a basis with which to compare other values, 


Such leadership and prestige is not gained by mere accident, but is 
the result of sincere service rendered to patrons in an intelligent, 
economical manner. 


Today the Chain of Tidewater Terminals ont Allied Inland Ware: 
houses enjoy the position of leadership in their chosen field. 


They offer you unequaled facilities for the shipment, storage and 
distribution of merchandise. 


ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’l Mer. W. J. BISHOP, Gen’l Mgr. 
17 State Street, New York. Seneca & Hamburg Sts., Buffalo, N. Y. 


PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER TERMINAL 
G. M. Richardson, Gen’l Mgr. & Treas. 
10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 


MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
Snowden Henry, Sup’t 
10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia 


NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS, Inc. 


J. A. MOORE, Manager Richard D. Jones, Western Traffic Mgr. 
Norfolk, Va. 1646 Transportation Building, Chicago 


HARVEY C.MILLER President 


= a 4 { } W.B.MCKINNEY Secretary &Treasurer ({ 1 a y age 
Fine m q ... COMMERCIAL TRUST BLDG. PHILA. PA.- ad ash pe =f 
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‘ Norfolk and Western Railway Freight Station, Roanoke, Va. 


uch 
wes A Cross Roads for Through Merchandise Cars 
it is OANOKE, VIRGINIA, headquarters of the Norfolk and Western Railway, is an 
important cross roads or transfer point for a large and constantly increasing number 
ent, of through merchandise cars which play an important role in the economic life of the 
nation—expediting the delivery of freight, cutting down inventories, annihilating waste 
and delay. During a recent month more than 1,400 through merchandise cars were loaded 
at Roanoke and moved to destinations throughout the South and Middle West and the 
ire: East, in addition to which approximately 1,200 cars were loaded at Roanoke and moved to 
nearby local points on the Norfolk and Western. In the same month approximately 2,410 
ald. through merchandise cars were received at Roanoke from cities throughout the eastern 
half of the United States. And this month was a typical month—normal in every respect. 
ind Illustrating the scope and character of this through merchandise car service is the fol- 


lowing partial list of destinations and the number of cars dispatched from Roanoke to 
each city named, during this typical month: 


Birmingham, 16; Bluefield, 70; Bristol, 41; Buena Vista, 28; Danville, 26; Fieldale, 
23; Lynchburg, 64; Martinsville, 38; Norfolk, 81; Norton, 22; Petersburg, 48; Pulaski, 26; 
Richmond, 30; Waynesboro, 26; Kenova, W. Va., 22; Brunswick Transfer, Md., 
45; Cedar Hill Transfer, Conn., 23; Chattanooga, 27; Memphis, 15; Cincinnati, 44; 
Columbus, 87; Chicago, 31; Durham, 28; Greensboro, 20; Henderson, 30; Highpoint, 30; 
Rocky Mount, 27; Spencer Transfer, 70; Winston-Salem, 58; Florence, 27; Louisville, 19; 
Atlanta, 12; Harrisburg, 48; Northumberland Transfer, 41; Philadelphia, 42; Reading, 36 
Knoxville, 21. Nor does this complete the list by any means. 


During the same month regular daily merchandise cars to Roanoke were received 
from Akron, Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, Marion, Toledo; Baltimore (2), Brunswick 
Transfer and Waverly Transfer; Boston, Chicago (4), Detroit, Harrisburg, Newberry 
Junction, Philadelphia (2), Pittsburgh, Northumberland, Reading, Wayne Junction 
Transfer; Indianapolis, Louisville, New York, Norfolk (2), Richmond, Rocky Mount and 
Providence. 


To the traffic executive controlling shipments to or from the territory served by the 
Norfolk and Western Railway, this through merchandise service, its vast scope and 
regularity, tells an interesting story meriting careful consideration and prompt action. 
Communication with the nearest Norfolk and Western Freight Traffic Department office 
will bring complete information regarding the unexcelled transportation service available 
to shippers and recipients of merchandise freight and a sincere desire to be of aid in 
solving your traffic problems. 


NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY 


ROANOKE......VIRGINIA 
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Looking Ahead. 


i boy competitive struggle of industry has sharply emphasized the need 

of not only minimum production cost but also minimum distribution 
expense. The cost of getting a product to market is of vital importance. 
Transportation costs of raw materials to factory and finished product to 
consumer involve the life and well-being of any enterprise. 


Because of this fact forward-looking manufacturers may well consider 
the possible benefits of additional plant location. 


The Pittsburgh District has outstanding advantages as a location for 
manufacturers through its accessibility to raw materials. It directly serves 
a population of two millions, and within a radius of a few hundred miles 
are the greatest consuming markets of the United States. No other pro- 
ducing district of like importance is so favorably situated with respect to 
its markets. Labor may be obtained in any type and volume and no cheaper 
power exists anywhere in the country. 


This Company will be glad to aid any interested concern in a survey 
of these advantages, and to explain the merits of an industrial location 
along its rails in the Pittsburgh District where a high grade belt line 
service is offered in connection with all trunk lines and where convenient 
industrial sites are available for every purpose. 


1141 Oliver Building, Pittsburgh, Penna. 


Montour R.R. 








T, No. y May 4, 1929 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 1057 





UNSUNG HEROES! 


IF EVER THERE WAS A FAITHFUL SERVANT 
OF MANKIND IT IS A LOCOMOTIVE. WHAT- 
EVER YOU EAT, OR WEAR, OR USE, WAS 

HAULED IN SOME FORM OR OTHER BY 
ONE OF THESE MONSTERS OF STEEL. 
THINK OF THAT WHEN YOU HEAR 

THEIR WILD SHRIEKS ECHOING 
THROUGH THE NIGHT. DAILY THEY 
ARE GRINDING OUT RECORDS AND 
LEAVING BEHIND TRAILS OF NEW 
ACHIEVEMENTS, ESPECIALLY ON 
THE NICKEL PLATE ROAD, THE 
FASTER, MORE RELIABLE 
AND SATISFACTORY ROUTE 


BETWEEN 
NEW YORK, CHICAGO, ST. LOUIS, 
PEORIA, INDIANAPOLIS, TOLEDO, 


DETROIT, CLEVELAND 
AND BUFFALO. 




















Ship and Travel 


NickeL Pate Roan 
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THE REDWOOD LINE 


Gulf-Intercoastal Steamship Service 


Between the Gulf of Mexico 
CHICAGO and California Ports ST. LOUIS 


Ray F. Thompson H. W. Hoffman 
2118, 105 W. Adams St. 1956 Railway Exchange 
Phone Franklin $774 


Steamship Service can be operated just like rail 
Service asffar as the shipper is concerned. 


This is contrary to the ideas of many, based on 
their experience with overseas traffic. 


Our Intercoastal Service is being perfected along 
the lines of modern transportation methods. 


We have Joint Through Rates with Inland Carriers 
permitting through bills of lading to be issued by 
inland carrier. 


Unlike all other Gulf Intercoastal Carriers it offers 
no device or technical contract arrangement re- 
quiring shippers to move all of their tonnage ex- 
clusively over its line in order to obtain the lowest 
rates, but offers the lowest rates to any shipper. 
Just ship it care of REDWOOD LINE and get the 
lowest rate. 


BIRMINGHAM . MOBILE 


H. B. Rox NEW YORK Wm. Gorman 


201 Brokers Bldg. H. E. Devoy 206 State Office Bldg. 
Phone 38-5266 7-11 Water Street Phone 4214 


SAN FRANCISCO 
L. B. Fitch LOS ANGELES 


E. M. Cantelow 
Western Traffic Manager ‘ : 
1 Drumm Street 815 Pacific Electric Bldg. 


REDWOOD LINE, Inc. 


A DEPENDABLE COMPANY 


General and Local Offices Located: 


1421 New Orleans Bank Building - - - =226 Carondelet Street 
NEW ORLEANS 
















Besides Heavy-Duty Trucks, the 
International line includes the %- 
ton Special Delivery, the 1-ton Six- 
Speed Special, and Sbeed Trucks 
for 1%, 1%, and 2-ton loads. 
Backing the trucks is an unequaled 
service organization—there are 
now 172 Company-owned branches 
in the United States and Canada. 
Write for truck catalog. 
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McCormick-Deering Industrial 
Tractors—ideal mobile power 
for hundreds of jobs. Write 
for booklet “Tractor Power in 
Industry.” 
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“TWENTY-FIVE YEARS— 


Bear this in mind when you are looking 
toward Heavy-Duty Truck purchase 
and want the facts before you: Any 
Harvester branch or truck dealer will 
demonstrate an International for you at 
any time, right in your everyday work. 

Whatever the nature of your hauling 
and your loads, we will put at your 
disposal an International of the size 
you need and let you compare its all- 
around performance with anything you 
are doing now or want to do. 

Take that as the evidence of an after- 
noon, ot a day or two, if longer time 
may be necessary. And take with it the 
evidence of the twenty-five years that 
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the Harvester Company has been 
building trucks to do a truck’s work 
as it should be done. 

You owe it to your business to know 
this new International Heavy-Duty 
line with the new engines, new clutches, 
new transmissions, increased capacities, 
double reduction or chain final drive. 
All models have five speeds forward 
and two reverse, and 4-wheel brakes. 
The sizes range from 2% to 5-ton. 
Speed dump trucks, also, down to 1- 
ton Capacity. 

Accept our invitation to prove this 
product of twenty-five years of prog- 
ress in truck manufacture. 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


OF AMERICA 


606 SO. MICHIGAN AVE. __ (incorporatep) 


INTERNATIONAL TRUCKS 


CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
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~at this centrally located, dowtown hotel 


‘ie PALMER HOUSE has every facility 
for conserving your time and adding 
to the comfort of your visit. 


It is so centrally located that you 
may walk to any place downtown. All 
forms of transportation to all outlying 
points go past the door. 


From the standpoint of service, too, 
this hotel is equipped to eliminate de- 
lays. A clerk’s office on every floor, 
instead of a central business office, at- 
tends your requirements and transforms 
your floor into a small, efficient, exclu- 
sive hotel. Room service via the Servi- 
dor furthers prompt- 
mess and eliminates 


personal contact with actendants. 

A reception room on every floor 
serves as a meeting place for callers and 
dislodges the old, time-wasting method 
of secking out or paging visitors in the 
public rooms. 

Five restaurants, comfortably cooled 
in warm weather, assure prompt scr- 
vice at any time of the day. 

Quiet, commodious rooms—for one, 
$4. to $10.; for two—$7. to $12. Suites 
fone to five rooms} per room, $9 to 
$11—with reductions for monthly or 
seasonal occupancy. 


Watrrer L. Grscorr 


Broadcasting from Station WJJD 
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GAIN TIME anp.COMFORT IN CHICAGO 


Two OrcuesTtras ¢ Two Lisrarizs » HosprTrat ¢ Co1~tpREN’s PLayGROUND 
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YOUR FREIGHT 


Receives Careful Handling and Prompt Shipment 
via the 


Great Northern Railway 


From and to St. Paul, Minneapolis, Duluth, Superior, 

Sioux City, Winnipeg, Billings, Butte, Spokane, Seattle, 

Tacoma, Portland and intermediate points—with 

through daily merchandise cars to Pacific Northwest 
and intermediate points. 


Serving the Northwest with a Dependable 
Passenger Service Including the 


Luxurious—Faster Time—No Extra Fare 


Oriental Simited 


Between Seattle and Chicago Without Change of Cars 





H. H. Brown M. J. Costello A. J. Dickinson 
General Traffic Manager Western Traffic Manager Passenger Traffic ee 
St. Paul, Minn. Seattle, Wash. Se. Paul, Minn 
H. G. Dow T. J. Shea 
Eastern Traffic Manager Asst. General Freight Agent 
New York City 105 W. Adams S&., Room 620, 
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Great Lakes > Pe: New York 


Sg 


The Only Direct All-Water Route 


SERVING WITHOUT TRANS-SHIPMENT 


New York - Buffalo - Cleveland - Toledo - Detroit 
Oswego - Hamilton, Ont. 











SHIP BY BARGE! 


AND 
REDUCE YOUR TRANSPORTATION COSTS 
Dependable Freight Service with 2O% Savings in Rates 
Delivery Alongside Steamers at New York Without Trans-shipment 


Nothing Less Than Full Barge Loads Accepted. 650 gross tons constitute average barge load. Barges 
move in fleets of four (4) with approximate total capacity of 2600 gross tons. 


For Rates or Other Information, Address 


HEDGER TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ine 


25 Broadway, New York City, N. Y. TELEPHONE 


BUFFALO OFFICE: Chamber of Commerce Building BOWLING GREEN 0695 


N. Y. Maritime Exchange BONDED CARRIER 
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Facing the Future 


The supremacy of the railroads in the 
field of commercial transportation is 
being challenged today as never before. 
Barge lines are competing for the freight 
traffic of the railroads, and so are motor 
truck lines. Bus lines and airways are 
bidding for their passenger traffic. What 
will be the outcome? 


The railroads are giving their answer 
to that question. They spent last year 
approximately $680,000,000 for improve- 
ments in facilities and will probably 
spend more this year. In the last eight 
years their expenditures for improve- 
ments have amounted to around six and 
one-half billion dollars. 


The present good quality of railway 
service is one result of such expenditures. 
The sustained volume of business is an- 
other, for railway purchases stimulate 
all other kinds of business. 


In these fast-moving days of strenuous 
competition a program of expansion on 
the scale maintained by the railroads 
takes courage. It also takes faith—not 
only in the essential character of railway 
transportation, but in the fair-minded- 
ness of the American people, that they 
will recognize the outstanding service 
performed by fully self-supporting rail- 
roads under all conditions and that they 
will reward such service by continued 
patronage. 


If the railroads are to continue to be 
reliable providers of transportation, they 
must prosper. Patronage and construct- 
ive regulation of rates are two main 


requirements of their prosperity. 


Constructive criticism and suggestions 
are invited. 


L. A. DOWNS, 
President, Illinois Central System. 


CHICAGO, May 1, 1929. 
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STATES OF PROGRESS 


served by 


Southern Pacific Lines 


A sense of appreciation is an incentive to effort. 
A great railroad built great communities. 


ATLANTA 

Healey Bldg. 
BALTIMORE 

209 Morris Bldg. 
BIRMINGHAM 

Woodward Bldg. 
BOSTON 

Old South Bldg. 
BUFFALO 

Ellicott Square Bldg. 
CINCINNATI 

Dixie Terminal 


CHICAGO—FREIGHT DEPT. 


Southern Pacifte Bldg. 


ITH the completion of the first trans- 
W continental rail highway (Overland 

Route) Southern Pacific began the 
great task of extending its tracks into vari- 
ous sections of the West and South. 


Settlers followed the extension of the 
rails. Substantial cities grew. The prairie 
schooners in which goods were freighted, 
slowly disappeared, along with the romantic 
stage coach and pony express. 


On and out spread the steel ribbons of 
Southern Pacific from California, Nevada, 
Utah into Oregon, Arizona, New Mexico, 
Texas, Louisiana, and Mexico. Today they 
form the most natural routes offered by one 
of the world’s greatest transportation sys- 
tems serving an Empire of nearly one million 
square miles in area, or one-third of the 
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Union in size. 
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CHICAGO—PASSENGER DEPT. 
33 West Jackson 


CLEVELAND 

Hippodrome Bldg. 
DENVER 

Boston Bldg. 
DETROIT 

Majestic Bldg. 
HAVANA 

Manzana de Gomez 
INDIANAPOLIS 

Merchants Bank Bldg. 


KANSAS CITY 
Railway Exchange Bldg. 


MEMPHIS 
Exchange Bldg. 
MINNEAPOLIS 
Metropolitan Life Bldg. 
MEXICO CITY 
Ave. Cinco de Mayo, No. 32 
MONTERREY 
Edificio Langstroth 
NEW YORK CITY—FGT.-PASS. 
165 Broadway 
Uptown Passenger Ticket Office 
531—5th Ave. at 44th St. 
OKLAHOMA CITY 
Perrine Bldg. 


Write, telegraph or ’phone 
‘General Agent, Southern Pacific Lines’’ 


The Postman Knows Him 
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Your appreciation of effort built a great railroad. 
Great communities offer prosperity to great industries. 
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OUR PLATFORM 


Keep the government out of business. This applies 
to ocean and inland waterway transportation as well as 
to other business. 

Regulation of motor vehicle common carriers in 
interstate commerce, and a special fee for the use of the 
highway as a place of doing business. 

Regulation of intercoastal steamship business. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable railroad rates for 
shippers, but a rate level high enough to give the car- 
riers as a whole the adequate revenue prescribed by the 
law and the Commission. 

Development of inland waterways for commerce 
only where a careful survey has dernonstrated an ade- 
quate traffic demand, and then only for the purpose of 
permitting private operation of carriers thereon, who 
should pay for the privilege of using the waterways in 
order to recoup the taxpayers for the cost of develop- 
ment and maintenance. 

Repeal the Hoch-Smith resolution. 

A traffic department in charge of a capable traffic 
man for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort 
of service that will justify employing them. 

If motor vehicles, intercoastal vessels, and inland 
waterway carriers are not to be regulated, then remove 
regulation from the rail carriers. 





TRANSPORTATION COORDINATION 

The railroads, by the enterprise with which they are 
“hooking up” their rails with air lines and otherwise show- 
ing their appreciation of the possibilities of this newest mode 
of transportation, indicate that they are not to be caught 
napping here, as they were in the development of motor 
transport. The motor vehicles got a good start on the 
Tailroads, but, even in this field, the railroads are catching 
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service with motor vehicle service and even substituting the 
latter for the rails where they believe it can be done to 
advantage. 

The result of this policy, if followed consistently in 
other fields, will tend to a coordination of transportation 
facilities that will remove rivalry and competition and pro- 
mote efficiency and economy. At the outset, the railroads 
and the air lines are rivals only to a limited extent. They 
are, rather, cooperating agencies in moving passengers by 
the quickest and most convenient possible means. Some 
rivalry will always exist, to be sure, for, wherever a 
passenger rides in an airplane, that much traffic is taken 
from the railroads; but the point is that the railroads have 
accepted this new agency of transportation as a natural 
development of the times and are using it themselves as far 
as they are able. Indeed, it is quite possible that, in time, 
the railroads, or companies sponsored by the railroads, will 
control most of the air lines. 


The same sort of thing is going on with respect to 
motor transportation. The railroads are, to a great extent, 
abandoning their treatment of the motor vehicles—espe- 
cially the passenger vehicles—as competitors and seeking to 
use them themselves. They realize that the demand for 
motor transportation is legitimate aid must be met. They 
seem to be proposing now—though they are a little late— 
to meet it themselves. 

Recent developments, such as the organization of the 
Pennroad Corporation (see Traffic World, April 27), 
would seem to indicate that the railroads are preparing to 
go even farther into other kinds of transportation. Indeed, 
in a recent magazine article (Review of Reviews) President 
Atterbury, of the Pennsylvania, openly hints at that possi- 
bility. Says he: 


The further development and prosperity of our country -will 
necessitate transportation not only in ever-increasing volume but also 
of more varied nature—and that calls for coordinated transportation 
on railways, highways and airways. 

Coordination of rail and highway transportation, with elimination 
of wasteful competition, which in the past has been harmful to both 
and not in the best interest of the public, is now under way, and it is 
a notable feature of transportation progress. 

The general policy of the railroads today is to tie-in motor 
transport with their own train operations. This movement is based 
on our accumulated experience with the motor car. A salient fea- 
ture of that experience is that the economic use of motor vehicles 
as commercial carriers is virtually restricted to the performance of 
local transportation service, because of their limited carrying capacity. 
Motor vehicles are peculiarly adapted to the “retail” forms of trans- 
portation service, in contrast with the “wholesale” forms for which 
the railroads are so well equipped. 

The status of the airplane, actual as well as potential, in our 
transportation scheme is not greatly different from that of the motor 
car; therefore, to start building up commercial aviation on a founda- 
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logical ag) aww fon no longer confine themselves to rail trans- 
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. must also enter the business of transportation by motor 
at ee. This position is based on the belief that our 


’ needs for mass transportation at low cost can be 
country ty. by a thoroughly coordinated national system of trans- 
supp ia in which the railroad, the motor car, and the airplane, 

+ functioning with efficiency in its most useful field, support and 
os Jement one another. The railroads may eventually enter seriously 
* the shipping business and, to complete the cycle of transportation, 
ae barge and coastwise work, where it is not prohibited by the 
° ama Canal act. If that law is restrictive and against the public 
a it may be amended so as to permit the railroads to round out 


their transportation service. 

A scheme in which the railroad corporations or any 
other one agency controlled all transportation might, at first 
glance, strike some as undesirable for the reason that, how- 
ever efficient it might be, it would do away with competition 
between various kinds of transportation. This would be 
true if the controlling agency could do largely as it pleased. 
But it is to be remembered that the railroads are regulated 
to the finest degree and if anything like the unified opera- 
tion of all transportation agencies we have been suggest- 
ing came to pass, it should come only with the provision 
that all the branches of the service should be regulated in 
the same degree—that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion should have supreme control. 

Under such a plan as this, we believe—assuming, of 
course, that regulation were wise and fair—we should have 
an ideal system of transportation. Such traffic as ought 
to move by motor vehicle would so move—that is, regula- 
tion would see to it that such movement were stimulated 
and not discouraged. Such traffic as ought to move by 
rail would so move—induced by the same means. Such 
traffic as ought to move by barge line—assuming that real 
investigation established a sound economic use for a barge 
line—would move in that way, but it would move at rates 
scientifically determined as sound, real cost of service being 
taken into account. 

From every point of view, it seems to us, such an 
arrangement would be desirable. It would solve the railway 
problem, in so far as subsidized competition is a part of 
that problem, for, if there continued to be subsidy, the 
railroads would get the benefit of it instead of being injured 
by it, and if—as would be the ideal condition—the trans- 
portation business were so regulated that all rates were on 
a sound basis with reference to the kind of service, no one 
would have anything to complain about. 

We realize that, even if things are really working 
toward this end, it will be a long time before all adjustments 
are equitable and satisfactory. But we are confident that 
the tendency is in that direction and we look forward with 
interest to developments. 


THE FARMER AND HIS RATES 
Little comfort for the extremists on either side of the 
controversy as to how much the farmer is benefited by 
teductions in transportation charges applicable to his 
produce is offered by the discussion of that question by Dr. 
© &. Morgan, an economist on the staff of the Commission, 
appended to the proposed report in the Hoch-Smith grain 

tate investigation. (Traffic World, April 27.) 
“The most that can be said at this time,” he com- 
mented, “is that the benefits of the reduction might be 
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shared rather than go in their entirety to either buyers or 
sellers.” That, to many, seems to be the common sense 
view, due to the fact that the American farmer is, to some 
extent, in competition with other producers in disposing of 
his grain. -The fact that no attempt was made to estimate 
in dollars and cents, or even roughly in terms of percentages, 
the degree to which either producer or consumer would be 
benefited by a general reduction seems significant. It fits 
in with our notion that the question is so complicated that 
a definite answer in that form can not be obtained. 

Some ground is offered, however, for asserting that the 
men who framed and passed the Hoch-Smith resolution 
either did not know what they were doing, or that, if they 
did, they were interested merely in making a gesture of 
propitiation to a numerous constituency. While, in terms 
of Dr. Morgan’s report, the farmer might conceivably 
receive substantial benefit from a general reduction in the 
freight rates on his grain, on a particular crop, the fact 
that he would, as a direct result, be robbed of that benefit 
in succeeding years is an important contribution to the 
controversy. Dr. Morgan points out more or less in detail 
that the farmer is suffering from vver-production and that 
the tendency is for that situation to become more acute. It 
is well known that producers of agricultural commodities 
are prone to increase production of a crop that promises to 
be profitable, and somewhat regrettable that that promise is 
frequently found in nothing more substantial than that last 
year’s crop was profitable. So, says Dr. Morgan, “since 
farmers were willing to bring on the market a certain 
quantity of grain under the former scale of rates, they 
would not bring on a smaller crop in the following year 
(after having reaped the hypothetical benefit of a reduction 
in rates), and, in fact, if they had benefited or thought there 
was a prospect of benefiting from the rate reduction, they 
would be inclined to bring a larger supply on the market. 
But they could reap the advantage of the reduced rates 
only by checking the supply . . . . It will be difficult, there- 
fore, for the American farmers to retain any advantage they 
might secure from a general rate reduction.” 

Another point in Dr. Morgan’s discussion that in- 
terested us, and on which he did not appear to be in doubt, 
was the statement that “the belief, expressed by many, that 
farmers are concerned with the freight rate to the primary 
markets, but not beyond, is clearly without foundation.” 
From what we know of the record in the grain case, the 
opinion that the “farmer paid the freight to the first primary 
market” received the support of a larger number of wit- 
nesses (economists, producers, grain dealers and others) 
than did any other variation of the general theme of the 
farmer’s interest, at least among those who held that he had 
any interest at all in the general measure of rates. 


BROOKHART AND HOOVER 
The Traffic World Washington Burcau 


Senator Allen, of Kansas, came to the defense of President 
Hoover in the Senate this week with respect to the charges of 
Senator Brookhart, of Iowa, that the President had changed 
his position on farm relief. 

As to the Iowan’s charge that the President had said that 
railway rates had necessarily increased but that he had not 
said that in the campaign, Senator Allen said: 

Senator Brookhart contended in his attack upon the President on 
Wednesday last: 

“In spite of all these great issues, in spite of this absolute neces- 
sity of reducing railroad rates, the President says the railroad rates 
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have necessarily increased. He did not say that in his address of 
acceptance. He said that they had increased, but he did not say 
necessarily so. Neither did he say so at any time in any of his ad- 
dresses during the campaign. I therefore want to protest against the 
settlement of the railroad question in one mere sentence.” 

It is perfectly obvious that in this reference the senator from 
Iowa seeks, by the use of a weasel word or two, to present the idea 
that the President of the United States has changed his attitude since 
the campaign in which he made these speeches, and a rather cunning 
and unpleasant suggestion is made that he has changed his attitude 
for the purpose, as the senator from Iowa says, of settling the rail- 
road question in a mere sentence. 

The President in his acceptance speech said: 

‘“‘A large portion of the spread between what the farmer receives 
for his products and what the ultimate consumer pays is due to 
increased transportation charges. Increase in railway rates has been 
one of the penalties of the war. These increases have been added 
to the cost to the farmer of reaching seaboard and foreign markets 
and result, therefore, in reduction of his prices.’’ 

In his speech at West Branch he said: 

“The necessarily large advances in railway rates from the war 
militate against the economic setting of this whole interior section.’’ 

There is the word—‘‘the necessarily large advances.’’ That is the 
word brought forth the other day by the senator as though he had 
discovered a dangerous bomb and exhibited it to us as the intention 
of the President to settle the railroad problem in a mere sentence. 
My friends, that sentence was in the West Branch spéech; the senator 
from Iowa was present; he could have detected at that moment the 
cunningness of it. It was not an effort to solve the railroad question 
in a mere sentence. It was an effort to solve it apparently in a mere 
adverb, and an adverb used to modify a mere adjective. Certainly the 
cunning of language has never been so invoked by any man who 
sought to lull us into security. 

In his speech at St. Louis he said: 

“TI have stated on other occasions that, due to the shift of economic 
currents from the war, the mid-west has not had equal opportunity 
with the rest of our country. The natural increase in freight rates 
due to the war, the building of the Panama Canal, coincident with the 
fact that the cost of ocean transportation has remained practically 
stationary, have contributed to thrust the mid-west into an economic 
setting greatly to her disadvantage.”’ 

And so throughout all of these quotations the clarity of the 
President’s expressions touching this matter has not changed, and 
the senator from Iowa has entirely misrepresented his position, which 
has been consistent throughout. 


BROOKHART AND RAILROAD REPORTS 


Senator Brookhart’s attitude toward information emanating 
from railroad sources was made plain in the course of debate 
in the Senate this week on the farm relief bill. 

The Iowan indicated he was in favor of the government 
buying and selling wheat, if necessary, to aid the farmer. 

“If that be the case,” said Senator Fess, of Ohio, “then we 
ought to turn the railroads and everything else over to the 
government as we did during the war time.” 

“If we should do that the government could run them for 
$1,485,000,000 a year cheaper than they were run by private 
ownership for the first year after they were turned back,” 
replied Senator Brookhart. 

Senator Fess said he had always been interested in Brook- 
hart’s “specific figures of 65 per cent and 70 per cent, and so 
forth,” and had often wondered where the senator had obtained 
them. 

“I got the figures, $1,485,000,000, out of reports of the rail- 
roads to the Interstate Commerce Commisson,” said Senator 
Brookhart. 

“This is the first time I ever knew the senator could accept 
the report of a railroad as to anything,” said Senator Fess. 

“The figures may be wrong; but if they are wrong, the situa- 
tion was worse than reported,” was the retort of the Iowan. 


CAPPER AND GRAIN RATES 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Request for a hearing on his joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) 
directing the Commission to adjust rates on export grain and 
grain products that will permit such products produced in the 
United States to move as freely as grain and grain products 
produced in Canada so far as such rates may be lawfully ap- 
plied to the traffic in question, has been made by Senator 
Capper, of Kansas, to Chairman Couzens, of the Senate inter- 
state commerce committee. 

In a letter to Chairman Couzens, the Kansan said that con- 
ditions in the wheat belt were such that action should not be 
delayed. He said the transportation charges from the Kansas 
wheat fields to Liverpool averaged 10 cents a hundred pounds 
higher than the transportation charges from the Canadian 
wheat fields to Liverpool which “registers the world prices for 
wheat.” 

“As President Hoover stated,” said he, “the wheat farmer 
gets the world price less transportation charges for his prod- 
. uct. This statement is approximately correct, I believe, and 
furthermore, as President Hoover also has pointed out, the 
price paid for exported wheat also sets the price for the entire 
wheat crop. Our growers therefore hold that this 10 cents a 
hundred pounds against them on their wheat shipped for ex- 
port is in effect charged against their entire crop. And 10 
cents a hundred pounds against 130,000,000 bushels wheat crop 
—the biggest cash crop that Kansas produces—is a big item. 

“T understand that the examiners who heard the grain 
rate case now pending before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission have recommended a lowering of the export grain rate 
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from Kansas to the Gulf ports by approximately the differen, 
between the Canadian and Kansas rates, but the Commiseio, 
has not passed on that report; therefore, I feel that 
action along this line—apparently justified by the report of 
examiners—might be very helpful to the wheat growers With 
out working an injustice upon anyone else. . 
“The fact that President Hoover has called this g 
session of Congress primarily for the purpose of farm relict 
action seems to me to be further reason why this Tesolutig, 
is entitled to consideration and action at this session.” 
The committee held a hearing on an identical rego 
offered by Senator Capper, at the last session of Congress, by 
did not act on it. The Commission, in a report to the eo 
tee on the original resolution, said it did not believe that 
passage of the resolution could serve any useful purpose, 


CUT IN GRAIN RATES 


The Traffic World Washington Bury 


As a method for dealing with what they termed the “gm, 
gency in agriculture,” caused by the abnormally large accu, 
lation of grain in elevators and on farms, presidents and 
executives of eastern railroads May 2 ordered reductions 
export grain rates from Chicago, St. Louis and lower Lake By 
ports to Atlantic ports. They will be made effective on th 
shortest possible notice, probably about May 10. They yi 
expire September 30. The all-rail reshipping rate from (y 
cago to New York is to be cut from 22.5 cents to 17 Cents: 
St. Louis to New York, from 26.5 to 20 cents; and the “at ay 
east” rates from the lower lake ports two cents a bushel. Por 
relationships are to be preserved. 

These reductions were made on account of informati 
obtained by the railroads from the grain trade, from studig 
made by the Department of Agriculture and confirmed, to, 
large extent, by traffic executives, who consulted with Con. 
missioner Meyer, who has been in charge of the Hoch-Smith 
grain case. President Hoover participated in the matter t 
the extent of asking Daniel Willard to consult with the Depar. 
ment of Agriculture. Mr. Willard suggested the May 2 meeting 
which took up data the eastern traffic executives had been cop 
sidering for a month in connection with a definite proposal to 
cut the “at and east” rates from the lake ports. 

Accumulations of wheat in this country alone are estimated 
at a hundred and fifty million bushels, which must be moved 
to make way for the new crop. Canada has an equal amount 
There is a fear that Canadian railroads will make as drastic, 
if not deeper, cuts, and, to that extent, precipitate a rate war 
situation. Central western railroads are also expected to make 
some move of their own. : 

R. N. Collyer, who presided at the meeting, said: 

The rates of the eastern railroads applicable to export grain have 
been recognized by the Commission and are shown in the current 
investigation of export grain rates under Docket 17000, part 17, to hb 
on as low a basis as justified. In consenting to extend their aii 
to agriculture in meeting this great emergency prior to the move- 
ment of the new crop, the eastern railroads feel that general public 
recognition must be given to the fact that rates on grain lower 
than their present export rates would be far less than can be fe 
garded as reasonable rates and should not, in justice to these car- 
riers, be referred to hereafter as constituting a fair measure of 
export rates on grain. 

The eastern railroads have taken this action with the hope that 
the owners of the grain, the United States Shipping Board and 
steamships serving United States ports, as well as other agencies 
involved in the handling of export grain, will cooperate and do their 
part toward relieving the serious condition that is confronting the 
farmers of the United States. 

It is also expected that the Department of Agriculture will » 
revise its regulations with respect to the grading of grain as to place 


United States growers and exporters on as favorable a basis a 
shippers using Canadian ports. 


HOCH-SMITH GRAIN REPORT 

Adoption of the proposed report in the Hoch-Smith westem 
grain proceeding would result in an increase in carrier revenue 
of from ten to twelve million dollars, according to a rough 
estimate made by representatives of state commissions and 
other interested parties at a conference held at Kansas City 
on the report, according to John E. Benton, general solicitor 
of the National Association of Railroad and Utilities Commis 
sioners. 

The opinion was generally expressed at the conference, 
said Mr. Benton, that the recommendations made by the & 
aminers would result in a very substantial increase in the 
aggregate rate burden upon the traffic covered by the proposed 
rates. An effort is to be made, in connection with the prepare 
tion of exceptions to the report, to “build up the most accurale 
estimate practicable of the total amount involved.” 


COLQUITT OPPOSED FOR BOARD 
Objections to confirmation of the nomination of O. B. Cok 
quitt, formerly governor of Texas, to be a member of the 


of Mediation, have been received by the Senate interstate com 


merce committee. Texas Democrats have protested 4 
confirmation. Mr. Colquitt supported Mr. Hoover in the 
dential campaign. 
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| Current Topics 


| in Washington 
Ancients Were Mere Amateurs.—A few thousand years 


after mad emerged from the new stone age, perhaps before, 
he invented the labyrinth. Why? Perhaps for the same reason 
that the man who made the joke about the chicken having 
four legs—just to make it harder. The Cretan labyrinth, where 
saones hid the half-bull, half-man that ate the Athenian youths 
and maidens, sent every nine years as tribute, has a great 
reputation. The Athenians had writers with vivid imaginations. 
But since the middle ages labyrinths, as such, have gone out 
of fashion except at amusement parks from which one always 
emerges Without hurt or without doing any slaying. There 
seems to be one exception. That was made when Congress, 
in 1920, dreamed its dream of consolidation of railroads into 
a few large, well-balanced systems. A good many railroads 
and railroad men have been sending tribute into that labyrinth. 
L. F. Loree seems to have got out of it, not, however, without 
losses. The other railroads and railroad men are still in the 
labyrinth fabricated nine years ago. Commissioner Porter may 
be the Theseus to slay the Minotaur with the “complete” plan 
for consolidation he is said to be circulating among his col- 
Jeagues. It is always desirable to put quotation marks around 
the word “complete” when speaking of the plan the law com- 
mands, for the reason that it is subject to change by the Com- 
mission. However, nothing the Commission has done has 
reduced the family of doubting Thomases. It is. the largest 
family among those forced to give thought to the ways and 
works of the Commission. The hearing, this week, on the 
Clayton law proceedings against the Baltimore & Ohio on ac- 
count of its acquisition of Western Maryland stock, serves to 
increase the Thomases. Although the Baltimore & Ohio put 
up a stiff fight at the hearing, the thought from the beginning 
among many was that the decision in the Clayton law pro- 
ceeding against the purchasers of Wheeling & Lake Erie stock 
might control the decision in this appendix case. As things 
now stand, nothing may be done toward unification, except with 
danger of great financial loss, without first obtaining the con- 
sent of the Commission. That body, according to evidence 
that would be sufficient to convict a man of murder, is not able 
to keep its secrets from leaking into Wall Street. Therefore, 
the railroad that would like to try something less than a con- 
solidation, as, for instance, the three trunk lines buying the 
Wheeling & Lake Erie and the Western Maryland in aid of 
the four-party plan of consolidation, has these methods for 
getting out of the labyrinth that is created by the law: First, 
it may buy, hoping the Commission will not pull the Clayton 
law-on it. If that law is fired at the railroad’s head it suffers 
loss equal, at least, to the money spent in masking its plan. 
Second, it may confide its plan to the Commission, in the 
strictest confidence, and have it leak like the trunk of a con- 
gressman on his way home from Cuba. As soon as there is 
a leak, up goes the price of the stock of the roads the plan 
communicated in confidence says are to be taken over. If the 
movng railroad undertakes to fortify itself by taking long term 
options, subject to the conditions if, as, and when approved 
by the Commission, it creates two places where information 
of its plan may get to the speculating public. Consideration 
of these things prompts the suggestion that nothing can be 
done until there is a complete plan. And when there is a 
complete plan then the holders of the stock in the roads to 
be taken over will put up the price beyond what any sane man 
would think reasonable. The complete plan, undoubtedly, would 
include railorads the owners of which would be utterly op- 
posed to selling their property, as, for instance, the United 
States Steel Corporation in the case of the Pittsburgh, Bessemer 
& Lake Erie, and the owners of the Monon. Of course, Con- 
gress is to be blamed for not sensing the situation more than 
four years ago when the Commission asked it to change the 
law so there might be voluntary consolidations under its guid- 
ance. Nothing can be done, it seems certain, if the Clayton 
law and the Sherman anti-trust law are to be dusted off every 
time anyone proposes doing anything, so long as the Commis- 
sion is of the opinion that the railroads desiring to consolidate 
must make it their confident or get beaten over the head with 
a decision that they have violated the act that represented the 
last wag, so far as Congress was concerned, of the thought 
that consolidations of any sort that reduced even the most 
foolish competition were against the public interest. Of course, 
many consolidations, using the word in the popular sense, were 
made before and after those anti-trust laws were enacted. The 
anti-trust acts were evaded because economic laws compelled 
consolidations so that this country might be served by big units, 
hotwithstanding that demagogues, hunting for public office, con- 
tinued to mislead the average man by appealing to his prejudice 
against things that were big in a country that was still larger 
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than any possible combination could be. The country has 
private businesses coextensive with the territory of the nation, 
but not one railroad from coast to coast. Congress and the 
Commission, in the estimation of many, are still building the 
labyrinths probably invented by neolithic man, but he was an 
amateur compared with Congress. 





Prosecutor Aids the Defendant.—Gilbert and Sullivan should 
have been in attendance on the Commission’s hearing in the 
Clayton law proceedings against the Baltimore & Ohio this 
week, especially while George M. Shriver was on the witness 
stand. Now, Mr. Shriver knows most things about the property 
over which he exercises a fatherly sway in financial matters. 
But he cannot always remember everything. When he was 
on the witness stand, lynx-eyed C. F. Taplin was cross-exam- 
ining him about details that Shriver could not recall. Shriver 
got his figures wrong, in one instance. Who helped him out? 
Why, T. P. Healey, director of the Commission’s bureau of 
inquiry, the prosecutor, who was trying to prove that Shriver 
was the agent in the execution of contracts in violation of the 
Clayton law. Such kindness, it is suspected, is of the rarest 
of rare virtues. Of course, in law, Mr. Healey and every other 
lawyer, as an officer of the court, is oath bound to aid the court 
or Commission to obtain the facts. To be sure, Mr. Shriver 
was Mr. Healey’s witness. The Commission had summoned 
him, by subpeena. Therefore, it was Mr. Healey’s duty to keep 
his witness out of pitfalls, even if later he also found it his 
duty to punish Mr. Shriver, speaking of the senior vice-president 
as part of the artificial person known as the Baltimore & Ohio. 





Judicial Appointment News.—President Hoover plans to 
tell the public the names of those who recommend the judicial 
appointments he may make. It is assumed that the rule also 
will cover the appointments to the Commission. Commission- 
ers, in many instances, deal with much more vital matters than 
judges. While there is always the possibility of judicial review 
of their decisions, as a matter of fact their judgment is what 
controls. Seldom is it possible to set aside a decision of the 
Commission on the only possible ground—error in law, or such 
arbitrariness as to amount to arbitrary action in the law sense 
of those words. Giving the names of those whose recommenda- 
tions have been followed may be helpful in arriving at a con- 
clusion as to what sort of man has been put on the Commis- 
sion’s bench, by the application of the rule that a man is known 
by the company he keeps. Publication of the names may also 
furnish a key to the character of a President. However, if 
a President of the United States is of the sort that needs watch- 
ing by the furnishing of such information, a cynic might suggest 
that he would also be of the sort to have no record kept of 
the names of those whose influence is determinative of a cer- 
tain appointment. It is, however, regarded as a fine move. 





Fraudulent Commission Merchant Gets His.—In some rural 
communities there long has been debate as to which is the 
meaner man, the one who steals pennies from the blind or a 
produce dealer who accepts shipments from farmers and then 
tells them that their produce has not brought enough in the 
market to pay freight and expenses. Seemingly, government 
has been able to catch up with the fraudulent dealer in produce 
who is willing to give the farmer his due. The Department 
of Agriculture reports a case from Cincinnati in which its in- 
vestigators found that the produce dealer reported to the farmer 
that the net return from his shipment was much less than was 
the fact. The produce dealer was not quite as bad as those 
who have actually called on farmers to send money, in addition 
to the produce shipped by them, to help pay for the venture. 
Under a law of recent enactment, known as the produce agency 
act, the government investigated the matter. It found the 
farmer had been defrauded. The produce dealer made full 
restitution, but that did not end the matter. The government 
had the produce man indicted for fraud. In his behalf it was 
contended that the making of restitution absolved him. Judge 
R. R. Nevin, of the federal court, held otherwise. He pointed 
out that, while restitution made the farmer receive his due, the 
offense against the government was not removed by the en- 
forced payment of money that had been fraudulently taken. 
The defendant pleaded guilty and was fined $100 for conviction 
of a first offense. The late Representative Watkins, of Min- 
den, La., used to tell of his experience as a shipper of produce 
to a dealer in Cincinnati. He asserted that, after his carload 
had been sold, the dealer sent him a bill for several dollars to 
make up a deficiency. He decided after that, that it would be 
better for him to continue the practice of law, come to Congress, 
and undertake to codify the statutes of the United States, than 
to undertake to make a living as a truck farmer selling on a 
commission basis. 





Export Debenture Rock of Dissension for Republicans.— 
The export debenture amendment to the farm relief measure 
on which the Senate some day will act, if the present session 
does not result in non-action, promises to become a rock on 
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which the dominant party may wreck itself, even as a Canadian 
reciprocity was a wrecker twenty years ago at the beginning 
of the Taft administration. At least, that is the fear some 
party leaders have in their hearts. The National Grange, which 
has been advocating the debenture plan for forty years, accord- 
ing to its literature, says it is a natural complement to the 
protective tariff system. It asserts that by the debenture plan 
alone can the farmer get the benefit of the protective tariff 
system. In essence, the plan proposes that on every bushel of 
wheat exported, to use that commodity as an example, the 
government shall issue to the exporter a debenture certificate 
for one-half of the amount of the duty on wheat, which is 42 
cents. The wheat certifitate, therefore, would be for 21 cents. 
The certificate could be sold to importers of goods because it 
would be good for the payment of tariff duties. The certificate 
would be two cents a pound on cotton. In that way the Na- 
tional Grange says the farmers could be saved from the de- 
pressing effect on the domestic price produced by the surplus 
they send to the foreign markets. The Grange contends that 
it has always stood for this sort of sharing of the benefits of 
a protective tariff. It thinks it is the constructive way and 
far preferable to the destructive way, which would be to break 
down the artificial price level produced by the tariff on manu- 
factured goods levied for the benefit of American manufacturers. 
President Hoover is opposed to the debenture plan; hence, the 
possibility of hurt to the dominant party, as some of its leaders 
see the thing now.—A. E. H. 


RAILROAD UNIFICATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Not to be caught napping if present plans to limit legisla- 
tion at the special session of Congress to tariff and farm relief 
measures are changed before the close of the session, Senator 
Fess, of Ohio, has reintroduced, with some changes, the rail- 
road unification bill favorably reported from the Senate inter- 
state commerce committee at the last session. The new Dill 
is S. 668. 

Senator Fess does not propose to urge action on the Dill 
if the restricted legislative plan is carried out to the end of 
the session. He is a party to the plan to restrict the legisla- 
tion to be enacted as proposed. However, if general legislation 
is to be taken up, he will then urge that the Senate act on 
the unification bill. He also anticipates that there will be time 
at this session for discussion in the Senate of the unification 
bill even though the restricted legislative plan is adhered to. 

Senator Sackett, of Kentucky, also a member of the inter- 
state commerce committee, does not look for action by the 
Senate at this session on the bill, but believes that the com- 
mittee may profitably spend time during the session studying 
the bill and its provisions. Further hearings are not contem- 
plated, though the committee, if and when it takes up the Dill 
for study, may confer informally, for instance, with members 
of the Commission and others. 

In the bill he has now introduced, Senator Fess has taken 
out the provision in the committee bill of last session (S. 5817) 
that if the Commission determines that it is in the public in- 
terest, it may authorize one of the petitioning carriers (for 
unification) to acquire by condemnation the properties, rights, 
and franchises of another carrier. Senator Fess holds that to 
provide for such condemnation in order to bring about a uni- 
fication would be going too far. He favors the provision in the 
bill under which the Commission would have power to make it 
a condition precedent to approval of a given unification that a 
certain road or roads be taken in. He does not think condem- 
nation should be provided for where neither the acquiring car- 
rier nor the carrier to be acquired wishes to be a party to a 
unification, that is, where the acquiring carrier does not wish 
@ certain road and that certain road does not wish to be ac- 
quired. Other members of the committee, it is understood, 
however, favor the condemnation provision on the ground that 
it would result in complete unification, in time, of the rail- 
roads, and that it is necessary to accomplish that result. In 
connection with elimination of the condemnation provision, 
a number of amendments relating thereto have been made in 
S. 668 as compared with S. 5817. 


Plan Provision Changed 


One other important change is found in the new Fess bill 
as compared with the committee bill. It has to do with the 
provision directing the Commission to prepare and make public 
a unification. plan or plans, such plans to be tentative only and 
for the guidance of the Commission in passing on unification 
proposals. The committee amendment on this subject included 
the following: 


Action In respect to a petition under this title shall not be de- 
layed or deferred pending the completion of such study and the 
preparation of the plan or plans, but no order of the Commission 
approving a plan of unification shall be entered prior to the comple- 
tion of such plan or plans. 


Senator Fess has eliminated the words “but no order of the 
Commission approving a plan of unification shall be entered 





prior to the completion of such plan or plans.” He points 
that, if they were included in the law, the Commission 

not approve unifications pending before it for action unttj 
plan or plans had been prepared. He personally is in fayor 
dropping the plan requirement entirely. His original bijj pro. 
vided for repeal of the plan requirement in the existing lay 
The Parker bill, in the House, provided for repeal of the play 
requirement. 

Representatives of the Van Sweringen interests, it ig yp. 
derstood, urged inclusion in the Senate bill of the plan require. 
ment as reported by the committee. When it was pointed out 
to them, however, it is understood, that the words that 
ator Fess has eliminated would prevent the Commission fro 
acting on unification proposals until the plan or plans had 
prepared, they agreed that they should be eliminated. 


TRANSPORT BOARD PROPOSED 


The Trafic World Washington Buregy 


Creation of a national transportation board made up of 
representatives from existing agencies of the government inter. 
ested in the several phases of the subject of transportation, {p 
order that studies of fact might be expedited in the intereg 
of the: traveling and shipping public was advocated May 2 by 
leaders in the automobile industry in a conference with Pregj. 
dent Hoover. 

Roy D. Chapin, chairman of the contact committee of the 
National Automobile Chamber of Commerce, urged the creation 
of such a board to study “facts of air, rail, water and highway 
relations in the interest of the traveling and shipping public,” 

Other leaders in the automobile industry who called op 
the President were A. J. Brosseau, Walter P. Chrysler, A, R, 
Erskine, Edsel Ford, F. J. Haynes, Alvan Macauley, C. W. Nash, 
H. H. Rice, F. A. Seiberling, Alfred H. Swayne and John N, 
Willys. 

The motor leaders conferred with the President on plans 
for expansion of world trade, and of motor transportation fa. 
cilities both in the United States and abroad. 


“The whole world is suffering from a lack of adequate 
transportation facilities,” said Mr. Chapin. “Not a month 
passes that engineers do not come here to study the ways in 
which our engineers are meeting this problem and to obtain at 
first hand practical suggestions which have grown out of ex- 
perience. We believe, and have so suggested to Mr. Hoover, 
that the United States can perform an economic service of 
world importance if it will mdke available to other countries 
the services of government engineers, not for the building of 
foreign highways, but to consult with the engineers of other 
countries when requested.” 

Mr. Chapin said the sole barriers that stood in the way of 
further expansion of automobile exports were lack of adequate 
highways and artificial barriers to trade, such as motor vehicle 
tariffs, and indirect discriminations in the form of unduly high 
internal taxes. 

Expansion of the federal-aid highway program also was 
urged. 

“With the expansion of highway use naturally come broad 
questions of its relation to other forms of transportation,” said 
Mr. Chapin. “It is our belief that there is a place for all and 
that modern requirements of trade and travel cannot be -met 
except as the fullest possible use is made of airways, railways, 
waterways and highways. The problems involved are large. 
They affect everybody and consequently they should be ap 
proached from a detached viewpoint.” 

For that reason, said he, the creation of the national trans 
portation board was advocated. 


LAKE CARGO COAL RATES 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Protesting against a reopening of the lake cargo coal litiga- 
tion, southern operators, the Louisville & Nashville and Chess 
peake & Ohio, in I. and S. No. 2967, the case before the Com 
mission that caused the Anchor Coal Company suits, have asked 
the Commission to dismiss the petitions of the northern oper 
ators to have the rates in effect before the Anchor litigation 
reinstated, or to reopen the whole matter by means of an order 
to show cause. The southern operators allege that the pett 
tions are not based on any substantial ground. They say the 
petitions, on their face, appear to be in the nature of a gesture 
motivated by a desire to demoralize the lake cargo coal market 
by creating uncertainty as to the rates that will apply in the 
season now opening from the southern fields. 

The Wheeling & Lake Erie has asked the Commission att 
as desired by the northern operators. 

The Norfolk & Western has asked that the Commission dis 
miss the petitions of the Ohio and Pennsylvania operators for 
reopening of I. and S. No. 2967. 
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May 4, 1929 


ROSIN TRANSIT FOURTH SECTION 


Grant of the transit privilege at one point and the with- 
holding of the privilege at another does not cause a violation 
of the fourth section. That is the substance of the Commis- 
sion’s finding, on reconsideration in No. 16957, Procter and 
Gamble Company vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al., in respect 
of transit on rosin from southern points at Latonia, Ky., to 
Hamilton, Ont., and the withholding of transit at Ivorydale, O. 
Commissioner Campbell disagrees with his colleagues on that 

nt. 
po" Upon the petition of the carriers the Commission has re- 
versed a contrary finding in the second report in this case, 
made by division 4, 129 I. C. C. 385. In that report the divi- 
sion held that the situation of transit on rosin at Latonia and 
no transit at Ivorydale resulted in a violation of section 4 and 
required the defendants to remove the violation. 

According to the report of the Commission there is no 
charge for the transit privilege at Latonia. The fourth section 
violation was alleged to arise out of the fact that the joint 
through rate was applied on the rosin stopped at Latonia, 
while the combination of locals was applied from Ivorydale if 
rosin was stopped for treatment in transit at that point. 

The complaint alleged, according to the summary in the 
report, that the failure to grant transit arrangements at Ivory- 
dale in connection with the rates on rosin from points in the 
southern states was unreasonable, unduly prejudicial and vio- 
lative of the fourth section. In the first report, 112 I. C. C. 
381, division 4 found that the failure to provide transit at Ivory- 
dale (Cincinnati) on the basis of the through rates was not 
unreasonable, unduly prejudicial or otherwise unlawful. 

Later, upon its own motion division 4, again considered 
the case and found that violations of section 4 existed, 129 I. 
C. C. 385. 


Prior to a revision of the rates on August 20, 1924, there 
were ordinary fourth section departures which were removed 
on that day, leaving for consideration by the Commission, after 
that date, only the situation of joint through rates with transit 
at Latonia enabling the handlers of rosin at the Kentucky point 
to store and grade on the through rate within the transit period 
and requiring the handler at Ivorydale, if it desired to store 
and grade at all, to pay the combination of locals to and from 
Ivorydale, on rosin going from the southern states to Hamilton. 

In the course of its discussion of the subject the Commis- 
sion re-examined several of its own cases in which Commis- 
sioner Campbell, in his dissenting views, claimed that it had 
done exactly what he claimed it should do in respect of this 
case. The Commission, however, drew distinctions between 
them and this case. In this reconsideration, cases examined 
were Rates on Grain Milled in Transit, 35 I. C. C. 27; Stras- 
burg Steam Flouring Mills, 58 I. C. C. 337; United States vs. 
L. & N., 235 U. 8. 314; Central R. R. Co. vs. U. S., 257 U. 8S. 
247; Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O., 22 I. C. © 
596, and Through Routes and Through Rates, 12 I. C. C. 167. 

By referring to specific language in its own reports and 
those of the courts, the Commission laid down the proposition 
that transit was granted or refused according to the desire of 
the line at which transit is given or denied, without reference 
to the desires of its connections and is based upon the fiction 
of a through movement from point of origin to final destination 
on the joint through rate. If transit is refused then there is 
no fiction of a through movement but actually two transac- 
tions. On that point the Commission said: 


There is a clear distinction between grading and storing in transit 
at Latonia and grading and ——s at Ivorydale. In the former, a 
service is accorded by a carrier under tariff provision to a shipment 
which is interrupted for that purpose, and then continues. The 
movements to and from the transit point are parts of a single through 
movement upon which a through rate is assessed. On the other hand, 
no service is rendered by the carrier on the shipment to Ivorydale, 
the carrier has conceded nothing to the shipper, and it is entirely 
a4 matter of choice with the latter as to whether he desires at some 
time in the future to move his shipment to another destination. 
For this reason the inbound and outbound rates are in no way 
related and, under the circumstances here presented, cannot be con- 
sidered as factors of a combination through rate. 


Plainly, the Commission said, the facts as to shipments to 
Ivorydale did not satisfy the conditions as to a joint through 
rate laid down in Through Routes and Through Rates, supra. 
In bringing its discussion to an end, the Commission said: 


To determine whether a fourth-section violation exists, we must, 
as stated in Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O. R. R. Co., 
supra, compare like rates with like rates. Here, we have a through 
rate applicable to a through shipment, made such under proper tariff 
authority, to be compared with two local rates applicable to two 
Separate shipments in no way related. If it were proper to make 
a & comparison then any shipment arriving at Ivorydale and any 
shipment of the same commodity leaving Ivorydale at any time in the 
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future might be used to show a fourth section violation, if the com- 
modity was graded and stored at the latter point. 

Before sy ny it might be well to consider the proctions 
effect of the finding in the division’s report on further consideration 
that the facts shown above constituted a violation of section 4 of 
the act. To comply with that finding defendants would have to either 
establish transit at all points or remove it at all points, which would 
be equivalent to saying that all transit arrangements cause fourth- 
section violations in respect to all points on the same route where the 
Same services are not permitted and where the aggregate of inter- 
mediate rates exceeds the through rate. Transit is a very general 
term applicable to numerous arrangements extended by the carriers 
to shippers of basic commodities and the products thereof. It is 
usually granted at points where proper facilities are available and 
to require its discontinuance would impose a hardship on many im- 
portant industries. 


In his dissent Commissioner Campbell reviewed the cases 
the majority had scrutinized and came to an opposite conclu- 
sion. In addition he used other cases to back up his contention 
that heretofore the Commission had uniformly held that the 
provisions of the fourth section applied to charges on shipments 
moving under transit which resulted in the application of 
lower charges on like property for longer than for shorter dis- 
tances. In part, he said: 


It can readily be seen that if the prohibition in section 4 against 
making a higher charge for a shorter than for a longer haul is with- 
out force because certain so-called privileges are included in the rate 
for the shorter haul that are not available under the rate for the 
longer haul, the provisions of that section may be evaded with 
impunity and its usefulness utterly destroyed as a protective meas- 
ure against the class of discriminations which it was eapressly de- 
signed to prevent. For example, carriers could provide for any num- 
ber of privileges of no use or advantage under a higher rate to an 
intermediate point which might not be provided under a lower rate 
to a more distant point, and contend that the fourth section was 
not violated because the lower rate to the more distant point did not 
include like privileges. The law expressly provides that it shall be 
unlawful to charge more for a shorter than for a longer haul over 
the same line or route in the same direction, the shorter being in- 
cluded within the longer. There is no exception to this prohibition, 
except upon authority of the Commission duly granted. Intermountain 
Rate Cases, 234 U. S. 476 (484). 


The consequences referred to by the majority of a finding 
that the situation violated section 4, Mr. Campbell said, con- 
stituted no legitimate reason for failure to enforce the law. 
He reminded his colleagues that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the Subiaco case, said that “inconvenience” 
or “hardship” that might result from provisions of the law did 
not justify the Commission’s failure to follow the statute as 
written. 


LINOLEUM REVISION 


Rates on linoleum, felt-base floor coverings, cork carpet and 
mats and rugs made thereof, carloads, from Philadelphia, Lan- 
caster and Marcus Hook, Pa., Trenton, Kearny, Camden, Salem 
and New Brunswick, N. J., and Asbestos, Md., to destinations 
in western and southern classification territories, are to be 
reduced not later than July 25 to not more than 50 per cent 
of the first class rates contemporaneously in effect, minimum 
36,000 pounds. An order to that effect has been issued in con- 
nection with the report of the Commission, by division 4, in 
No. 16944, Armstrong Cork Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., opinion 
No. 14480, 153 I. C. C. 189-205, based upon a finding of unrea- 
sonableness. 

Floor coverings and oilcloth, carloads, the report says, are 
rated fourth in the three classification territories. The mini- 
mum weight is 30,000 pounds, except in western territory, 
where the minimum on floor coverings is 36,000 pounds. That 
rating and minimum were prescribed in Congoleum-Nairn Co. 
vs. C. & N. W., 109 I. C. C. 447. 

This report embraces three sub-numbers, Certain-teed Prod- 
ucts Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al.; Standard Textile Prod- 
ucts Co. vs. Rock Island et al., and Congoleum-Nairn Corporation 
vs. Pennsylvania et al., under the title complaint; No. 17489, 
Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. A. & R. et al., and two 
sub-numbers thereunder, William Volker vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al.; and Congoleum-Nairn, Inc., vs. A. & R. et al. 

These cases, the Commission said, put in issue the entire 
structure of carload rates and ratings on oil cloth and on 
linoleum, felt-base floor coverings and cork carpet, collectively 
referred to as floor coverings. It said that the filing of the 
title complaint, which was followed by the filing of the others 
was caused by the establishment of a rate of $1.15 on floor 
coverings from the Pacific coast to Chicago, to enable a factory 
at Paraffin, near Oakland, Calif., to market its products in 
Chicago. The complainant contended, the report said, that that 
should also be the rate from Chicago in the reverse direction 
and that that should entail the reduction of the rate from Phila- 
delphia to the Pacific coast from $1.65 to $1.45. 

Except as hereinbefore set forth, the Commission found 
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On account of extreme tariff difficulties in publishing rates —___— 

from New Orleans to each consuming point in central territory, 

the carriers asked to be allowed small destination groups, as NOT BOUND BY ACT OF COUNSEL 

provided in Galligan, Jones and Curlett tariffs in which class When a complaint is dismissed on application of counse 


rates were published between New Orleans and central territory who acts without the knowledge or consent of complainant and 
points in accordance with the decision in the Southern Class complainant later learns of such action and seeks reopening, 
Rate Investigation. Those destination groups, the report said, the statute of limitations cannot be successfully pleaded against 
were not observed in publishing class rates from Pekin to the complainant, according ta a decision of the Commission in No. 
same points. The carriers proposed to publish rates from New 17181, I. L. Pressburg vs. G. C. & S. F. et al. 

Orleans to all points in each group, the same as the rates to The complaint assailed rates on horses and mules from 
key points in the groups. Under such an arrangement, the North Fort Worth, Tex., to Opelousas, La. It has now bee 
report said, the key point rates would be in accordance with dismissed on the finding that the rates were not unreasonable 


scale differences, but at points within each group there would The complaint was originally filed June 6, 1925. It was 

be variations from the scale differences. alleged that the rate charged on 14 carloads of horses and 
The Commission found that its original report and order mules shipped since September 5, 1923, were unreasonable. 

should be modified, and rates established not later than July The case was originally set for hearing October 22, 192, 


8, so as to permit and require the removal of the undue preju- but upon application from counsel who then represented com 
dice found to exist by the observance of the differences in pjainant, the complaint was dismissed October 6, 1925, said the 
rates, from Pekin less than those from New Orleans to the Commission. 

key points as shown by the amounts in an appendix to the “It now appears,” continued the Commission, “that cout 
report; that rates from New Orleans should be published to 5 application for dismissal was made without the knowledge 
points in central territory, observing the groups in the tariffs or consent of complainant and immediately upon discovery of 
indicated, the prescribed differences in rates to be maintained this fact and receipt of the claim papers, complainant filed 4 
only to the key points and that the distances from Peoria (Pekin petition with us on April 26, 1926, setting up these facts and 
being considered a part of Peoria) should be used in computing requesting that the case be reopened for consideration on its 
the scale 10 K-2 differences in rates from Pekin and New merits.” 


Orleans. The appendix follows: The complainant’s petition differed from the original com 













_  plaint in that three additional shipments were included that 
net, tn cee, "Rue SIs. a ae had moved in February, March and April, 1923. The Commis 
sion said that under any view of the matter the claim on those 
ILLINOIS shipments was barred. The petition also differed from 
gs cabiensnsesccinnsdenes OS or veererrere er 24 original complaint in that instead of merely alleging that the 
— Lineenerperehyersenineey =. Mae aocexoum 4 rate assailed was unreasonable, it asserted that the rate was 
RE dic cn itdiekwoneasere sae ND ivccensscvanekncoal unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 48.5 cents, the rate cot 
BOUOVINE 2.2. cccccccccccseses 16 lap a ee ee 11.5 temporaneously maintained from and to the same points ove 
_ te éSicnsdainad Wal wd desk tetas * — a ee = the line of a competing carrier. On May 10, 1926, the Commis 
saa alee ani aban Se E  ebns iain cikn.a veeden sion entered an order vacating and setting aside the previous 
Centralia Paris ee eeeeeeee ce ceeceeeeeee 22 order of dismissal and the case was thereupon again set for 
NEES a = 27 RSE ea: 12 hearing. 
bare adeeb aadKdekake ee 10. EE. occ. 64-6. civ es See 45 
SEO a oo nvinebvncyesueontel 11 fae Mickciveciisa.auad 10.5 Defendants objected to consideration of the original com 







5 
5 
DOTNVINE ccccccceccsccccvcsece NN NE Ah dis a: c'sie a bin's so Sprucrenioie’s 29 plaint. It was their position that, as the complainant’s petition 
Fulton ee Mages 71 0t7 Fes vents = requesting that the case be reopened was not filed within 
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May 4, 1929 


the statute did not date from the filing of the original com- 
“ t, but from the filing of the petition, which they construed 


9 ‘new complaint. If defendant’s position were sustained, 


vid on all the shipments but two would be barred, said the 
Commission and added: 


f their position they refer to rule III (g) of our rules 

In suppor ich relates entirely to the filing of informal complaints 

of pres subsequent filing of formal complaints and in which it is 
oe d that the subsequent filing will be deemed to relate back to 
states te of filing of the informal complaint. We have, in many in- 
the os pointed out that in proceedings before this Commission 
rence red rules of evidence and procedure are not observed and the 
techn f the parties are protected, but matters of substance are 
overlooked or disregarded. Our attitude in this regard has been 
oe eed by the courts. Section 16 (6) and 16a of the interstate 
symmerce act reading as follows clearly delineates our powers in 


this reer nmission shall be authorized to suspend or modify its 
orders upon such notice and in such manner as it may deem 
** * 


rights 0 


Por That after a decision, order, or requirement _has been made by 
the Commission in any proceeding any party thereto may at any 
time make application for rehearing of the same, or any matter 
determined therein, and it shall be lawful for the Commission in its 
discretion toe grant such a rehearing if sufficient reason therefor 
be made to appear. Applications for rehearing shall be governed by 
such general rules as the Commission may establish.” 

Defendants’ plea based on the statute of limitations cannot be 


sustained. 


SERVICE CHARGES ON LIVE STOCK 


The Commission has jurisdiction to pass on the legality 
and reasonableness of so-called service charges collected in 
connection with unloading and reloading of ordinary live stock 
stopped en route at Pittsburgh, Pa., and East Buffalo, N. Y., for 
feed, water and rest; and service charges collected by the 
Pennsylvania for account of the Pittsburgh Union Stock Yards 
Company and by the New York Central for account of the 
Buffalo Stock Yards were in violation of paragraph 1 of section 
§ of the interstate commerce act, according to a decision of 
the Commission in No. 17669, Sub. No. 1, Strauss & Adler, Inc., 
vs. New York Central et al., written by Commissioner Aitchison. 
Commissioners McManamy and Farrell dissented and Commis- 
sioner Porter did not participate in the disposition of the case, 
according to the report, which also embraces Sub. No. 2, Swift 
& Co. et al. vs Santa Fe et al.; Sub. No. 3, Armour & Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 21256, Nagle Packing Co. vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al. 

Explanation was made that the complaint in No. 17669 
involved charges for bedding cars for live stock and was un- 
related to the issues raised by the sub-numbered complaints, 
and that by consent of the parties hearing therein was had 
in connection with a similar issue raised in No. 17924, Swift 
& Co. vs. Santa Fe. 


Commissioner Aitchison said the proceeding involving the 
subnumbers under No. 17669 and No. 21256 would be held open 
for a further hearing to afford the carriers an opportunity to 
justify in whole or in part the service charges collected by them. 

The “service charges” in issue were assailed as unreason- 
able and inapplicable, in violation of sections 1 and 6 and para- 
graph 5 of section 15 of the act. 


Shipments involved were stopped in transit for unloading, 
rest, water and feeding, under the requirements of the act of 
June 29, 1906, known as the federal 28-hour law, prohibiting 
carriers over whose lines live stock shall be conveyed from 
confiing them in cars for a period longer than 28 consecutive 
hours, or 36 hours upon written request of the owner or person 
having custody thereof, without unloading them into properly 
equipped pens for rest, water and feeding, for a period of at 
least five consecutive hours. The law also provides that animals 
80 unloaded shall be properly fed and watered during such 
rest, either by the owner or person having custody thereof, or, 
in the case of his default in so doing, then by the railroad trans- 
porting them, “at the reasonable expense of the owner,” 
according to the report. 

In the instant case, according to the report, the Pennsyl- 
vania and New York Central paid the charges of the stock 
yards for unloading and reloading the shipments and in addition 
advanced to the stock yards their “service charges” and charges 
for feed, entered these charges separately on the waybills, and 
collected them, together with the freight charges, from com- 
Dlainants and interveners at destination. Commissioner Aitchi- 
son said the unloading and reloading charges were published 
in the carriers’ tariffs as allowances to the stock yards and 
Were absorbed by the carriers as required by paragraph 5 of 
section 15 of the act. Neither the unloading and reloading 
charges nor the charges for feed were in issue, he said. 

The carriers asked dismissal of the complaints for want 
of jurisdiction and asked disposal of the motions to dismiss 
before entering upon hearing as to the reasonableness of the 
Service charges. 

Counsel for defendants, according to the report, contended 

t the service charges accrued for services performed in 
connection with feeding and watering of live stock, and that 
such feeding and watering and the handling in connection 
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therewith were no part of the duty of a common carrier of 
live stock, but a duty of the shipper, and only, under the 28-hour 
law, in case of default by the shipper were they to be performed 
by the carrier and “at the reasonable expense of the owner.” 
They contended that redress, if any, rested in complaints to 
be filed with the Secretary of Agriculture. 

A contention of defendants that the stock yards were agents 
for complainants and not for the carrier was based on a con- 
struction of the 28-hour law that was not justified, said Com- 
missioner Aitchison. He said the obligation to unload the live 
stock within the statutory period rested with the carrier and 
that the carrier could not by contract relieve itself of this duty 
nor of the duty to feed and water the animals if the shipper 
or custodian failed to do so. He said the stock yards, there- 
fore, were in no sense agents of the shipper and could not be 
made such by contract without a violation of the intent of the 
28-hour law. In his conclusions Commissioner Aitchison said: 


Under the view we take of these so-called ‘‘service charges,”’ 
namely, that they are charges for “transportation” within the mean- 
ing of that term as defined in section 1 of the interstate commerce 
act, it is the duty of the carriers, in the event that any such charge 
is justified, to publish these ‘“‘service charges’? in their tariffs on 
file with this Commission. Their collection of such charges without 
proper tariff authority violates section 6 of the interstate commerce 
act and Tariff Circular No. 20 of this Commission relating to the 
construction and filing of tariffs in conformity with the provisions 
of that section. Nevertheless, under the decision in Memphis Freight 
Bureau vs. K. C. S. Ry. Co., 17 I. C. C. 90, ‘‘this Commission has 
jurisdiction to inquire what was a reasonable charge for the service,” 
even though no tariff authority exists for the collection by defend- 
ants of these charges. 


OPAQUE LACQUER RATINGS 


The new process lacquer, containing a pigment held in 
suspension, as distinguished from the old lacquer that held a 
stain in solution, in the opinion of the Commission, by division 
3, is entitled to ratings in the three classification territories, 
no higher than liquid or paste paint. That division so held in 
No. 19756, Glidden Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al, and No. 20152, 
American Paint & Varnish Manufacturers’ Association vs. Same. 
It has ordered a parity of ratings to be established not later 
than July 8. 

Commissioner Aitchison, author of the report, said that 
the parties were agreed that the new product, resulting from 
the much cheaper process, discovered in 1922, for processing 
cotton for use in making the lacquer described in this report 
as an opaque lacquer, when clear or containing a stain, Was a 
lacquer and subject to the lacquer ratings. The disagreement 
was as to how the new product, used largely in the covering 
of automobiles and other things on which a high and durable 
finish is desired, was to be rated. The complainants contended 
that it was to be rated as a paint. Mr. Aitchison said there 
was active and direct competition between opaque lacquer and 
paint. He said that some paints imparted a high gloss similar 
to that of opaque lacquer and were transported as paints, and 
sold for the same price. Because of the accident of the names 
of such paints they were transported at much lower rates than 
opaque lacquer. 

While the Commission found that ratings on opaque lac- 
quers higher than on paints, in simlar packages, were unrea- 
sonable, it said this record would not permit it to prescribe 
the precise ratings for application commonly to opage lacquer 
and paints. It said that the ratings applied were applicable. 
No violation of section 3 having been established, Mr. Aitchison 
said reparation would be denied. 


GRAIN SHORT HAULING 


The Commission, by division 3, in I. and S. No. 3217, grain, 
grain products and related articles from Oklahoma to Louis- 
iana points, has found justified the proposal of the Rock Island 
to cancel rates over a particular route on the commodities 
named, from points in Kansas and Oklahoma to destinations 
in Louisiana, on the Louisiana & Arkansas, via Clinton, Okla. 
The Rock Island said the route in question was established 
through error; that it short-hauled it, that it caused various 
fourth section departures, that its maintenance was not re- 
quired in the public interest, and that it involved the use of 
four lines through the congested terminals at Little Rock, Ark., 
whereas the route it desired to keep open, via Winnfield, La., 
required the use of only three carriers. 

Arkadelphia, Ark., millers and millers in that section of 
Arkansas objected to the closing of the route because it would 
deprive them of the opportunity to obtain grain in the origin 
territory, mill it and send the products to the destination ter- 
ritory on the through rates. The Rock Island pointed out that 
in connection with the short-hauling route it obtained a haul 
of 449 miles, while over the route via Winnfield it would ob- 
tain a haul of 672 miles. 

The Commission, in disposing of the matter, said that as 
to destinations to which the distances over the Winnfield route 
were the same as or less than those over the route proposed 
to be closed, the Rock Island was clearly entitled to restrict 
its participation to the former route, thereby retaining to itself 
the long haul on this traffic. Nor did it appear, said the Com- 
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mission, that the distances over the Winnfield route to Chest- 
nut, La., and other destinations north thereof were so unrea- 
sonably long as to justify its requiring the Rock Island, with- 
out that carrier’s consent, to continue the route marked for 
cancellation. 


SILICA SAND SCALES 


New silica sand rates are to be established, not later than 
July 10, from the Ottawa, IIl., district to destinations in Indiana, 
Ohio and Michigan, in accordance with scales, single and joint- 
line, applicable on crude and washed or processed sand. The 
Commission, by division 1, in a report written by Commissioner 
Taylor, in No. 17822, River Raisin Paper Co. vs. Burlington 
et al., has found the existing rates unreasonable. This report 
also covers No. 16250, Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. 
B. & O. et al.; No. 16296, Terre Haute Chamber of Commerce 
vs. B. & O. Chicago Terminal et al.; and No. 17060, Frohman 
Chemical Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 

In the last named case the Commission, by division 2, in 
115 I. C. C. 322, found that the record failed to establish that 
the rate of $3.15, from Ottawa, Wedron and Utica, Ill., points 
in the Ottawa district, to Sandusky, O., was unjust or unreason- 
able and dismissed the complaint. The case was reopened 
on petition of the complaint for reconsideration. After that 
case was dismissed the Commission, in No. 17272, Procter & 
Gamble vs. B. & O., and in No. 17817, sub. No. 1, Illinois Silica 
Sand Traffic Bureau vs. Santa Fe et al., ordered rates that 
threw its original decision in the Frohman case out of line. 
Therefore in this case the prior decision was reversed. In the 
Illinois Silica Sand Traffic Bureau case, the Commission pre- 
scribed distance scales on sand from the Ottawa district to 
destinations in Indiana, Michigan and Wisconsin, for distances 
from 81 to 390 miles. In this case the Commission has found 
that the rates complained of were and are unreasonable to the 
extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed the rates prescribed 
in that case, shown in both the report and the order in this 
case. Reparation was denied. 


BALED HAY THROUGH MEXICO 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 20139, Charles B. 
Justice Co. vs. Holton Inter-Urban Railway et al., and No. 20463, 
Butler’s Feed Mills et al. vs. Same, has found rates on baled 
hay, from Yuma and Araby, Ariz., and from many points in 
California to San Diego, Calif., Lakeside, Calif., and related 
points over a route through Mexico, with exceptions, not un- 
reasonable. It has denied reparation on the ground that the 
complainants had not shown damage by reason of the alleged 
undue prejudice. 

Rates charged on similar traffic from El Centro, Calif., 
and prior to May 7, 1927, from Holtville, Fondo, Westmorland, 
Moss, Orita, Curlew and Sandia, Calif., to San Diego and re- 
lated points, and from Campo, Holtville, Fondo, Westmorland, 
Moss, Orita, Curlew and Sandia, Calif., and Araby, Ariz., to 
Lakeside and related points were found unreasonable and 
reparation awarded. The exceptions, as to which the rates were 
found unreasonable and reparation was awarded, follow: 


To San Diego and destinations taking the same rates from El 
Centro during the period covered by the complaint in No. 20463, 
21 cents; from Holtville prior to November 4, 1926, 26.5 cents, and 
on and after that date, 25 cents; and from Fondo, Westmorland, 
Moss, Orita, Curlew and Sandia prior to February 16, 1927, 26.5 cents. 

To destinations on the Lakeside line during the period covered 
by the complaint in No. 20463, from Holtville, Sandia, Curlew, Orita, 
Moss, Westmorland, and Fondo, 5 cents over the rates found rea- 
sonable from those points to San Diego, -and from Campo and Araby, 
5 cents over the contemporaneous rates from those points to San 


Diego. 
COMMISSION REPORTS 


Gasoline 


No. 20398, Great Western Oil Co. of Cleveland vs. C. & 
N. W. et al. By division 3. Complaint dismissed. Rate of 
61.5 cents on gasoline, Casper, Wyo., to Indianapolis, Ind., ap- 
plicable. 

Tinfoil 

No. 20834, Kraft Cheese Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al. By divi- 
sion 2. Complaint dismissed. Rates charged on plain and 
printed tinfoil, shipped in mixed carloads with other cheese 
factory supplies, Chicago, Ill., to Pocatello, Ida., not unreason- 
able or otherwise unlawful. 


Crossties 


No. 20453, Dodge County Lumber Co. vs. S. A. L., embracing 
also No. 21124, Williamson-Mummert Tie Co. vs. Same. By 
division 3. Complaints dismissed. Rates on crossties, origins 
on East Carolina division of Seaboard Air Line in South Caro- 
lina, north of and including Andrews, and from Blaney, S. C., 
to Charleston, S. C., for movement by water beyond to inter- 
state destinations, found applicable and not unreasonable. 
Rates charged on crossties, Kirby and Jamestown, S. C., to 
Charleston, S. C., for movement by water beyond to interstate 
destinations, found inapplicable; applicable charges those which 
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would have accrued at rates published in S. A.L. 1.6. ¢, Alin, 
Defendant should promptly refund overcharges, with intereg, 


Cabbage 


No. 20920, South Georgia Traffic Bureau for C. 
ward vs. F. E. C. et al., embracing also a sub-number, Same 
Same. By division 3. Complaints dismissed on finding ~ 
on cabbage, Dayton, Tenn., and Louisville, Ky., to Miami Pla, 
inapplicable in a certain instance and applicable rateg ‘, 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. Proportiona) sixth 
class rate of 49.5 cents applicable from Dayton to Jacksonvi}, 
as against inapplicable factor of 67.5 cents applied. Overcharg. 
should be refunded promptly. 


Radio Equipment 


No. 21681, Federal-Brandes, Inc., vs. Erie et al. By division 
2. Aggregate charges on a shipment of radio receiving 
and loud speakers, Newark, N. J., to Los Angeles, Calif, unre. 
sonable to extent they exceeded charges based on rate of 
and aggregate weight of shipment. Reparation of $193.89, with 
interest, awarded. Record does not warrant finding for futuy 


Bituminous Coal 


No. 20987, Johnson-Randall Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor ety 
By division 3. Complaint dismissed on finding not unreagg,. 
able or unduly prejudicial rates on bituminous coal, points 4 
Kentucky, West Virginia and Virginia to Traverse City, Mic 


Canned Goods 


No. 20836, C. W. Zaring & Co. vs. F. E. C. et al. By diy. 
sion 3. Complainant entitled to reparation on finding unry. 
sonable rates on canned goods, carloads, northern points ty 
West Palm Beach, Fla., to extent that 73.5-cent factor fron 
Jacksonville, Fla., to West Palm Beach, Fla., exceeded 64 cents 


Unmanufactured Tobacco 


No. 21472, Burley Tobacco Growers’ Co-operative Association 
vs. C. & O. etal. By Division 2. Complainant entitled to reparation 
on finding that four carload shipments of unmanufactured to 
bacco, Winchester, Ky., to St. Louis, Mo., were misrouted by the 
Cc. & O. in that it failed to transport them over one of the route 
taking a rate of 41.5 cents, and that the rate on one carload of 
same commodity between same points was and is unreasonable 
to the extent it exceeded or exceeds 50 cents. Commissioner 
Brainerd dissented. 

Lumber 


No. 21496, Ritter Hardwood Lumber Co. et al. vs. N. é ¥. 
By division 2. Complainants entitled to reparation on finding 
unreasonable but not otherwise unlawful rates charged om 
lumber, Doran, Va., Sandy Huff, W. Va., and Hardy, Ky., to 
various points in Ohio and West Virginia to extent they exceeded 
15.5 cents from Hardy to Coal Grove, O., 18.5 cents from Sandy 
Huff to Kenova, W. Va., 19 cents from Sandy Huff to Ironton, 
O., 20.5 cents from Sandy Huff to New Boston, O., 21.5 cents 
from Sandy Huff to Portsmouth, O., 22 cents from Doran to 
Kenova, W. Va., and 23.5 cents from Doran to Ironton, 0. 

Dried Frult 

No. 18765, Washington Dehydrated Food Co. vs. Northen 
Pacific et al., embracing also a sub-number, Same vs. Same 
By division 1. Commissioner McManamy. Complaints is 
missed on finding not unreasonable, unduly prejudicial or other 
wise unlawful rates and minimum weights on dried fruit, car 
loads, Yakima and Wenatchee, Wash., to transcontinental group 
J to D, inclusive; also to points in Montana, North Dakota, ani 
South Dakota, and to Portland, Ore., Seattle and Tacoma, Wash, 
for movement beyond by water. Complainant sought rates ani 
minima to destinations in the middle west under which it could 
compete with producers in New York, Michigan, Virginia anf 
Arkansas. 

Paving Joints 


No. 21028, E. H. Locher vs. K. C. 8. et al. By division 3. 
Reparation of $229.50, with interest, awarded on finding mit 
charged on carload of expansion paving joints, Tulsa, Okla, t0 
Siloam Springs, Ark., unreasonable to extent it —a Hy) 
cents. 4 | 

Imported Crude Graphite ; 

No. 205638, United States Graphite Co. vs. Michigan Central 
et al. By division 3. Complaint dismissed. Rates on impo 
crude graphite (plumbago), in bags and barrels, carloads, Ne¥ 
York, N. Y., to Saginaw, Mich., not unreasonable or othe 
unlawful. 


Glass Sand and Ground Flint 


No. 18725, Ceramic Traffic Association vs. Pennsylvania ¢ 

al., and a sub-number, Same vs. Same. By division 5. 

on glass sand and ground flint, points in Pennsylvania to 4 
nations in Pennsylvania to destinations in New Jersey 
points in West Virginia to destinations in Pennsylvania 
New Jersey not unduly prejudicial but unreasonable to 
extent they exceeded or may exceed $2.40 from the Hal 
W. Va., district to Morrisville, Pa.; and from both 


Mapleton, W. Va., and Hancock districts, $2.40 to Camden 
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Washington, N. J.; $2.60 to Lambertville, New 
seewick, “old Bridge, and Frenchtown, N. J., and $2.80 to 
Bruns and Keyport, N. J., all rates being in net tons. Repara- 


og Seed. New rates to be made effective not later than 


July 15. Live Hogs 


No. 20911, Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. Baltimore & Ohio 


t al. By division 5. Rates on live hogs, in single-deck and 
‘ bledeck cars, points in Nebraska and South Dakota to Buf- 
om N. Y., Detroit, Mich., and Wheeling, W. Va., inapplicable to 
a extent they exceeded those which would have resulted from 
the use of the Jones combination rule in accordance with the 
Sligo rule doctrine. Reparation awarded. Commissioner Far- 
rell dissented for reasons the same in substance as those stated 
by him in his dissent in Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio et al., decided February 28, 1929. 


WESTERN PACIFIC BRANCH 


The Sacramento Northern Railway, controlled by the West- 
em Pacific Railroad Company, has been authorized by the 
Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 6633, to construct a 
pranch line from a connection with its Suisun branch at Vaca- 
yille Junction to a connection with the main line of the San 
Francisco-Sacramento Railroad Company at Creed, a distance 
of about 7344 miles, all in Solano county, Calif. The Southern 
Pacific opposed granting of the application. 

The primary object sought to be attained by the proposal 
in this proceeding, said the report, was to provide a controlled 
connecting link that would integrate the applicant’s system 
and therby improve the ability of the Western Pacific system 
to compete for remunerative long-haul traffic originating in the 
territory served by the Suisun branch. 

It was brought out that a contract was made by the South- 
ern Pacific, the Western Pacific and the Sacramento Northern, 
a corporate predecessor of the applicant, providing, among 
other things, for the movement within prescribed limits of 
freight cars between Suisun and Sacramento. The report said 
applicant contended that the Southern Pacific’s bridge service 
was inadequate and unsatisfactory. The Southern Pacific said 
it was not necessary to build the proposed line in order to 
improve the service and rates of the Suisun branch, and, among 
other things, that it would be injured by losing the revenue 
from the bridge traffic, that applicant had no justification, legal 
or otherwise, for violating the bridge contract and that the 
Commission should not sanction such a violation. In its con- 
clusions the Commission said: 





Witnesses for the applicant frankly state that the proposal herein 
is part of a general plan of the Western Pacific for building up 
its own lines, and feeder lines, of which the Sacramento Northern 
Railway is one, in order that the parent company may be more 
nearly sustained by revenues derived from system traffic. 

It is conceded that the primary concern of the Southern Pacific 
herein is the revenue, amounting to about $18,000 per annum, from 
the service performed under the bridging contract. Whether the 
applicant is obliged by the terms of the contract to use that service 
is a question which we can not undertake to decide. Assuming solu- 
tion of that problem in accordance with the applicant's view in the 
matter, we deem it proper, under the circumstances here present, 
that the applicant provide in lieu of the bridging arrangement a 
permanent substitute which will unify its lines and obviate all neces- 
sity for dependence upon a competing carrier for connecting service. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 7541, authorizing W. H. Bremner, 
receiver of the Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. Co., to issue $1,525,000 
of receiver’s certificates to extend or renew certificates of like prin- 
cipal amount maturing in April and May, 1929, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7533, authorizing the acquisi- 
tion by the Northern New York Telephone Corporation of the proper- 
ties of the Richville Telephone Co., Inc., approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. 7491, authorizing the acquisition 
by the New Jersey Beli Telephone Co. of the properties of the Ham- 
monton Telephone & Telegraph Co., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. 7448, authorizing the Missouri Illinois 
Railroad Co. to issue not exceeding $3,500,000 of first-mortgage 5 per 
cent bonds, series A; said bonds to be sold at not less than 95 per cent 
of par and accrued interest and the proceeds used in the purchase 
of 29,999 shares of capital stock of the Mississippi River & Bonne 
Terre Railway, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7384, authorizing the Morris & 
Essex Railroad Co. (1) to issue $15,000,000 of construction-mortgage 
gold bonds, series B, and to deliver them at par to the Delaware, 
lackawanna & Western Railroad Co. in partial reimbursement of 
expenditures for additions and betterments; and (2) authorizing the 

laware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad Co. to assume obligation 
and liability, as guarantor, in respect of such bonds, approved. 
x Report and order in F. D. No. 7173, autohrizing the Louisville & 
pahville Railroad Co, to procure the authentication and delivery 
of not exceeding $11,426,000 of first and refunding mortgage 4% per 
cent gold bonds, series C, approved. 
Ra Report and order in F. D. No. 7513, authorizing the Southern 
‘ llway Co. to procure authentication and delivery of $5,250,000 of 
evelopment and general mortgage 4 per cent gold bonds, series A, 

Provide for the retirement of certain maturing bonds, approved. 
é Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7493, authorizing the acquist- 
on by the Chesapeake Potomac Telephone Co. of Virginia of the 
Properties of the York & Warwick Telephone Corporation, approved. 
Ce ePort, certificate and order in F. D. No. 7360, (1) authorizing the 
ere tnd, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Ry. Co. to abandon op- 
ee of the Mount Gilead Short Line Ry. in Morrow county, Ohio; 
: (2) authorizing the New York Cen R. R. Co. (a) to construct 
connecting track between the railroad of the Toledo & Ohio Cen- 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





1075 


tral R. R. Co. and the said Mount Gilead Short Line Ry., and (b) 
to operate the said Mount Gilead Short Line Ry.; and (3) authoriz- 
ing the acquisition by the Toledo & Ohio Central Ry. Co. of control 
by lease of the said Mount Gilead Short Line Ry., approved. 

Report, certificate and order in F. D. No. 7461, (1) authorizing 
the Ettrick R. R. Co. to operate a line of railroad in Trempealeau 
county, Wisconsin, and (2) dismissing request for permission to 
retain excess earnings, approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 7588. Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. asks 
authority to acquire control by lease of the Texas State Railroad, 
the principal termini of which are Palestine and Rusk, Tex. The 
state of Texas owns the road. Applicant has been operating property 
under lease. . 

Finance No. 7590. High Point, Thomasville & Denton Railroad 
Co. asks authority to issue a promissory note for $50,000. 

Finance No. 7591. Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Rail- 
road Co. asks authority to issue and sell $8,370,000 5 per cent 
equipment trust certificates at competitive bidding. 

Finance No. 7587. Joint petition of New York Telephone Co. 
and East Berne Telephone Co., Inc., and Rensselaerville & Westerlo 
Telephone Co. for approval of acquisition by New York Telephone Co. 
of properties of other companies in New York. 

Finance No. 7585. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. asks authority 
to issue and sell 411,077 shares, par value $100 a share, totaling 
$41,107,700, of common stock, at not less than par, the proceeds to 
be used to reimburse applicant’s treasury for capital expenditures. 
Holders of applicant’s preferred and common stock will be offered 
right to subscribe on or before June 20, 1929, as par, for a number 
of shares of additional common stock equal to 15 per cent of the 
number of shares of preferred and/or common stock registered in 
their names at close of business May 1, 1929. Stock not thus sub- 
scribed for to be sold at not less than par. 


BARGE-RAIL COAL RATES 


In I. and S. No. 3282, the Commission has suspended from 
May 15 until December 15, schedules in Pennsylvania tariff, 
I. C. C. No. 81, and Pittsburgh and Lake Erie tariff, I. C. C. 
No. 2928. 

The suspended schedules propose to establish a commodity 
rate of $1.02 a ton of 2,000 pounds on bituminous coal, car- 
loads, from Conway and Colona, Pa., to Youngstown, Ohio, via 
the Pennsylvania or the P. and L. E., when such coal reaches 
Conway or Colona via barge lines on the Ohio River, plus 
charges for transfer from barges to cars, such charges to be 
determined on completion of construction of facilities for 
transfer. 

The Commission acted on its own motion in suspending the 
coal rate schedules. It did so because the proposed barge-rail 
route via the New York Central or Pennsylvania route was the 
result of its own denial of the application of the Pittsburgh, 
Lisbon & Western for permission to build extensions to its 
line so as to form a barge-rail route from mines along the 
Monongahela River to Youngstown via Smith’s Ferry, O. It 
denied that application on its conclusion that the facilities of 
existing carriers were sufficient for the inauguration of a rail- 
barge route. 

When, upon invitation of the Commission, the Pennsylvania 
and the New York Central, the latter acting through its sub- 
sidiary, the Pittsburgh & Lake Erie, submitted plans for the 
installation of facilities at Colona or Conway, it was agreed 
that the two trunk lines should file schedules naming rates 
they deemed just and reasonable. They agreed upon $1.02 per 
ton as reasonable. The understanding was that the rate should 
be suspended, so that, while the facilities were being estab- 
lished, the question of a rate for the rail part of the service 
might be threshed out. 

Youngstown interests, when the $1.02 rate was suggested, 
declared, without qualification, that a rate of $1.02 would not 
give them any relief from the situation they contended existed 
at Youngstown by what they declared their unreasonably high 
coal rates. The Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western suggested a 
rate somewhere between 60 and 75 cents per ton as a reasonable 
one in connection with the barge service the Pittsburgh Coal 
Company proposed to establish to bring its coal to Smith’s 


Ferry. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3283, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until December 1 schedules in supplement No. 18 to 
Toll’s I. C. C. No. 1200. The suspended schedules propose to 
reduce the rates on lumber and other forest products, carloads, 
from points in Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana and British 
Columbia to destinations on the Fort Worth & Denver City 
and the Wichita Valley, in Texas, including Waurika, Okla. 
The following is illustrative, rates being in cents per 100 pounds 
on lumber, carloads: 


From Portland, Ore., to Wichita Falls, Tex., present 70, ieee 
6214; Dallas and Fort Worth, Tex., present 77%, proposed 62%. 


In I. and S. No. 3284, the Commission has suspended from 
May 1 until December 1 schedules as published in supplement 
No. 37 to Boyd’s I. C. C. No. A-1622. The suspended schedules 
propose to cancel the rates on iron and steel articles, carloads, 
from Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin and Missouri points to Iowa and 
Missouri points and to apply higher class rates in lieu thereof. 

In I. and S. No. 3285, the Commission has suspended from 
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May 1 to December 1, schedules in St. Paul Bridge & Terminal 
tariff, I. C. C. No. 37. The suspended schedules propose to in- 
crease switching charges of the St. P. B. & T. Ry. at St. Paul 
and South St. Paul, Minn., as follows: 


Switching charges, in dollars and cents per car, between con- 
necting lines at St. Paul, Minn., or South Park, inn., or Stock- 
yards Junction at South St. Paul, Minn., and connecting lines at St. 
Paul, Minn., or South St. Paul, Minn., or Industries located on St. 
P. B. & T. Railway tracks at South St. Paul, Minn. Cattle and sheep 
moving from Minn., N. D., S. D., Mont., Ida., Wash., Ore., and 
Canada to points beyond South St. Paul, and stopped for feeding and 
rest in transit, present $2.70, proposed $3; live stock, other than as 
provided above, and all other freight, present $3.65, proposed $5. 


; In I. and S. No. 3286, the Commission has suspended from 

May 2, until December 2, schedules in supplements Nos. 14, 16 
and 17 to F. L.,Speiden’s tariff I. C. C. No. 1243. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish distance commodity rates on logs 
from Southern Railway system stations in Alabama, Georgia, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia to 
Charleston, S. C., Jacksonville, Fla., Savannah, Ga., and other 
southern ports, when for export, which will be %-cent per 100 
pounds higher than the domestic distance rates at present 
applicable on such traffic. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 20283, Arnstein Simon & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Com- 
plainant asks the Commission on reconsideration to award rep- 
aration on all shipments that moved within statutory period. 


No. 16921, Tulsa Traffic Association et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
F. A. Leland, on behalf of Southwestern, Western Trunk Line 
and transcontinental lines, asks the Commission for an exten- 
sion of effective date in this proceeding for a period of sixty 
days from June 5, 1929. 

No. 19919, Waste Material Dealers’ Association of Arkansas 
et al. vs. Rock Island et al. Defendant carriers ask for re- 
consideration on record as made; first, for postponement of 
effective date of order (decided February 16, 1929), and, second, 
retraction of establishment of 13% per cent of first class (col- 
umn 100) rates on scrap iron and steel, in carloads (minimum 
weight 70,000 pounds), such first class rates having been pre- 
scribed in 123 I. C. C. 203, etc., between points in Arkansas and 
from points in Arkansas to Memphis, Tenn., St. Louis, Mo., Chi- 
cago and Alton, Ill., and points taking same rates or rates bas- 
ing thereon. 

No. 16323 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.), Scott County Milling 
Co. et al. vs. Butler County R. R. et al. Defendants ask for 
rehearing and/or reconsideration on record as made and re 
argument. 

No. 16176, Somerville Iron Works vs. Southern et al.; No. 
16356, Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al.; and No. 18431 
(and Sub. 1), Florence Pipe, Foundry and Machine Co. et al. 
vs. New Haven et al. United States Cast Iron Pipe & Foundry 
Co., intervener, asks for reconsideration of findings and con- 
clusions of division 3 of the Commission and for reopening of 
proceedings to present further evidence. 

No. 20714, Missouri Gravel Co. vs. Burlington. 
asks for reconsideration and reargument. 

I. and S. No. 3148, petroleum and its products from points 
in Wyoming to South Dakota, North Dakota, Montana, Iowa, 
Minnesota and Nebraska. Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
state of South Dakota asks for reconsideration or further 
hearing. 


No. 20038, Hall Lumber Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville et al. 
Defendants ask for rehearing and further consideration. 

No. 19942, New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Ar- 
kansas, Louisiana & Missouri et al., and No. 21160, Lake Charles 
Rice Milling Co. of Louisiana, Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al. New 
Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau and Rickert’s Rice Mills, Inc., ask 
for rescission and withdrawal of order dated April 8, 1929, deny- 
ing petition for leave to amend complaint by adding Rickert’s 
Rice Mills, Inc., as party complainant, with rights and privi- 
leges of original complainant. 

No. 17400, Appalachian Power Co. et al. vs. Norfolk & West- 
ern. Complainants ask for reopening hereof in so far as it 
deals with question of reasonableness of rates to Bluefield, 
bee and Bluefield, W. Va., and for reconsideration on record as 
made. 

No. 20635, Watab Paper Co. vs. Canadian National et al. 
Complainant asks for rehearing therein. 

No. 17272 (and Subs. 1 and 2), Procter & Gamble Co. vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., and No. 17338, Charles Boldt Glass Co. 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. Defendants ask for rehearing and 
reargument before entire Commission and postponement of 
order. 

No. 18884, Nashville Grain Exchange vs. Louisville & Nash- 
ville et al. Defendants have filed a second request for further 
consideration of findings and order herein and dismissal thereof 
because of changed conditions since evidence was presented. 

No. 19837, Fuller Brush Co. vs. Boston & Maine et al. 
Complainant asks for reconsideration on present record, of 
the findings only in respect to broom and mop handles, varnished 


Complainant 
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or shellacked, in straight carloads or in mixed carloads 
broom and mop handles in the white, as to unreasonablenegs 
of rates in the past and future, and as to reparation. 

No. 14849, S. W. Thaxter & Co. vs. Director-General, pj, 
rector-General asks the Commission to consider claims herei; 
to have been abandoned and to dismiss complaint for lack 
prosecution. ‘ 

No. 17489, Certain-teed Products Corp. vs. Aberdeen & Rog. 
fish et al., and No. 16944 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.), Arm, 
strong Cork Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. Certain-teed Product 
Corp. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. Certain-teed Products 
Corp., complainant in Nos. 17489 and 16944, Sub. 1, moveg that 
the Commission strike out paragraph X of its original petitig, 
in docket 17489; dismiss its complaint in docket 16944, Sub; | 
and eliminate from record in each of the cases referred to aj 
reference to question of mixing oilcloth in same carloads with 
linoleum or felt-base carpeting at the carload rates or any 
reference to rates on oilcloth. 

No. 19791, Cummer Manufacturing Co. of Texas vs. Sant 
Fe et al., and No. 20385, Leigh Banana Case Co. vs. Santa i 
et al. Southern Pacific asks for modification of report anj 
order, and for extension of effective date of rates prescribe 
to Bakersfield and Stockton, Calif. 

No. 19167, French Battery & Carbon Co. vs. New York (gp. 
tral et al. Complainant asks for modification of order anj 
award of reparation to include 25 per cent of freight charges 
assigned to complainant by Benedict Metal Works, Inc., eg. 
signor of shipments herein, and to include excessive charge 
based either on fourth class, minimum 20,000 pounds, or fifth 
class, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

No. 17631, Spence Hollowell Co. et al. vs. New Haven; 
No. 17383, Sub. 3, J. & G. Littman vs. Norfolk Southern et al, 
Sub. 4 thereto, B. C. Abbott vs. Norfolk Southern et al., and 
Sub. 7 thereto, Brock & Scott Produce Co. vs. Norfolk Southem 
et al., and related cases. Complainant asks for reconsideration 
on record as made. 

No. 20842, Carpenter Paper Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 
Complainant asks for reopening and reconsideration by the 
Commission of that portion of decision by division 4 relating 
to the reasonableness of the rate on paper pulpboard, carloads, 
from Indianapolis, Ind., to Omaha, Neb., and denial] of reparation. 

No. 20875, S. J. Groves & Sons Co. vs. Florida East Coast 
and Burlington. Complainant asks that Commission modify 
its order to include Burlington, initial carrier, named as one 
of the defendants in the complaint and caption of the order. 

No. 15682, Missouri-Kansas-Texas vs. Kansas City Terminal. 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas, complainant, asks for an entry of a 
order pursuant to paragraph (4) of Section 3 of the act, d 
recting and requiring respondent, Kansas City Terminal, to 
permit permanent use by this petitioner of the portions of the 
said terminal facilities of respondent specified in petition file 
by this petitioner with Commission on March 10, 1924, upon 
such terms and for such compensation as petitioner and re 
spondent terminal company may agree upon. 


































































BANANA TRAFFIC IN TEXAS 


A question has arisen in No. 14859, Southern Produce Co. 
et al. vs. Denison & Pacific Suburban et al., and about twenty 
cases joined with it, as to whether the movement of bananas 
from Galveston, Tex., to Texas destinations is intrastate 
interstate commerce. The cases were argued and submitted 
to division 2 on April 13. The cases have been reopened for j 
further hearing on the sole question as to whether the cot 
merce is state or interstate. Attorney-Examiner John T. Money 
is to hold a hearing on that point at Galveston on May 24 at the 
Galvez Hotel. 

The Commission, in its notice reopening the cases, said il 
desired and expected the carriers serving Galveston to sh0v 
for representative periods in 1925, 1927, and 1929: (1) Ti 
date the ships loaded with bananas arrived at Galveston; (2) 
the date or dates cars were ordered for moving the banabas, 
arriving on each particular ship shown, from Galveston to Texas 
destinations; (3) the time and date such cars were placed at 
the wharves for loading; (4) who gave the orders for the cl | 
that were loaded with the bananas; (5) to whom the Galvestol 
lines have been, and are now, paying the loading allowance 
bananas; and (6) the tariff authority for the absorption 
the carriers of the loading charges. 














MAIL PAY ORDER 


The Commission, by division 5, by order in No. 9200, rail 
way mail pay, has made applicable to the Alabama, Tennesse 
& Northern, International Railway Company of Maine, & 
sidiary of the Canadian Pacific, the Tonopah & Goldfield 
the Winston-Salem Southbound the provisions of its order 
February 9, 1929. The order was made applicable to them upd 
the request of the Postmaster-General and with the 0 
of those carriers. The effect is to establish what the 
mission calls fair and reasonable rates on mail hauled by - 
carriers on and after May 1 based on the additional the 
space established by the orders issued in connection 
reports in 144 I. C. C. 675, and, 151 I. C. C. 734. 
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May 4, 1929 


SOUTHWESTERN REVISION 


Further revision of the Commission’s report in No. 13535, 
the consolidated southwestern cases, has been proposed by 
Examiner R. G. Taylor in a proposed report on rehearing. The 
prior reports with which this proposed report deals are in 123 
L C. C. 203, and 139 I. C. C. 585. He has recommended revised 
findings as to spiral columns or column hoops, k. d. or col- 
lapsed; joint, iron or steel, concrete road construction, with 
or without iron or steel pins; joists, studding, siding, other than 
enameled; and wire rope. 

Taylor has recommended affirmation of the prior findings 
in respect of castings and forgings, parts of compresses, sash 
weights and doors, building (other than rolling) and recom- 
mended that the finding with regard to valves, iron or iron 
body, be deferred. He said that in its report on reconsidera- 
tion, 139 I. C. C. 535, the Commission considered, among’ other 
things, the reasonableness of its prior findings, in 123 I. C. C. 
203, with respect to rates on sash weights, and also the ques- 
tion whether the iron and steel commodities mentioned, named 
in description 24 of appendix 10 to the original report, in 
straight carloads, or in mixed carloads one with another, or 
in mixed carloads with other iron and steel articles already 
included in the list of iron and steel articles, should be 
column hoops, freed from words of limitation as to their use, 
should be included. He said the iron and steel list should be 
amended by adding “joint iron or steel, concrete road construc- 
tion, with or without pins;” also joists, studding, siding, other 
than enameled; and wire rope, minimum 40,000 pounds. 

He said a note should be added permitting the mixing of 
sash weights and wire rope with other articles named in com- 
modity description 24 at column 35 rates. 


SALT RATES UNREASONABLE 


Attorney-Examiner W. A. Disque, in No. 20462, Colonial Salt 
Co. et al. vs. Chicago & Erie et al., and I. and S. No. 2976, salt 
from St. Louis and related points to Texas, has recommended 
that the Commission find unreasonable the rates on salt, car- 
loads, from Akron, Wadsworth and Cleveland, O., and Detroit 
and St. Clair, Mich., to destinations in Missouri and the south- 
west to the extent they exceed or may exceed the column 16 
rates in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203. 
Disque said that the establishment of column 16 rates would 
remove the unjust discrimination and undue prejudice alleged 
to result from the present rate structure. He said no reason 
appeared for establishing minimum rates from the southwestern 
producing points, as suggested in behalf of the complainants. 
He said no testimony as to the paying and bearing of freight 
charges had been offered by competent and qualified witnesses 
and that accordingly reparation should be denied. 

The suspension case joined with the formal docket case 
was created by the filing of schedules by the carriers propos- 
ing both reductions and increases in rates on salt from Ohio, 
Michigan, Indiana and New York to destinations in Texas. 
Disque said that the present and proposed rates greatly ex- 
ceeded those for similar distances prescribed for application 
after May 22, 1925, from Kansas to destinations in the south- 
west in Salt Between Western and Southwestern Points, 120 
I. C. C. 91, 128 I. C. C. 481 and 144 I. GC. C. 428, and that the 
Commission should find them not justified, and order the sched- 
ules to be canceled. 


Complaint was also made against a stoppage in transit 
privilege in Missouri as being violative of section 13. Disque 
said the Commission should find that it had not been found 
to be violative of section 13. 


MISSOURI COAL RATES 
Examiner W. M. Carney, in No. 20277, rates on bituminous 
- from points in Missouri to Kansas City and St. Joseph, 
0., has recommended that the Commission find rates on slack 
Ren reseribed by the Missouri commission, from points in the 
oy Hill group that lie in Missouri, to the cities named, result 
ot unjust discrimination against interstate commerce from 
san A. the same group that lie in Kansas to the same Mis- 
hy iver cities. He said the Commission should remove the 
aa lscrimination by requiring the maintenance of rates 
te ack coal from Hume, N. & S. Coal Spur, Foster, Rich Hill, 
— and Livingston, Mo., to Kansas City, and from the 
en a and Chloe and Deep Water to St. Joseph, which 
points : - lower than the interstate rates now in effect from 
tinatic n the Rich Hill group within Kansas to the same des- 

ns. 

pine investigation was begun upon petition of railroads 
to a in Missouri. After it was instituted it was broadened 
ong € rates prescribed by the Missouri commission, which 
ower, distances considered, than the interstate rates from 
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the Kansas points of origin to the two Missouri River cities, 
as late as June 30, 1928. 

Examiner Carney said that the effect of the state commis- 
sion’s orders had been to cause a shift of tonnage from the 
mines on the Kansas side of the group to the Missouri side 
thereof. Typical rates were $1.20 for an interstate haul and 90 
cents per ton on an intrastate haul. He said that upon the 
record in this case the Commission should find that the circum- 
stances and conditions surrounding the intrastate transportation 
were substantially similar to those surrounding interstate trans- 
portation. 


CATTLE FEED CHARGES 


Examiner Robert S. Simons has proposed the dismissal of 
No. 19128, Chris Thompson vs. Burlington, and two sub-num- 
bers, W. R. Woodson et al. vs. Same, and A. H. Barth vs. A. W. 
Mellon, Director-General and Burlington, on the ground that 
the Commission has no jurisdiction over charges for feed fur- 
nished by a railroad operated livestock yard in connection with 
stock held in that yard for fattening. The complainants alleged 
that in March, April and May, 1920, they “had on feed” in feed 
yards at Montgomery, Ill., certain carloads of sheep and lambs 
which had been shipped into Montgomery from points outside of 
Illinois and that later the animals were sent on to Chicago. The 
whole transaction they alleged was on through billing. The com- 
paints alleged that the charges for feed were in excess of those 
applicable under the tariffs then in effect. Reparation on account 
of the alleged overcharges was sought. The feed yard was one 
maintained by the Burlington. 

The Burlington, the examiner said, filed a general denial. 
The Director-General in addition to the general denial alleged 
the matter was beyond the jurisdiction of the Commission. The 
animals were in control of the carrier all the time and were 
sent on to market when they had been fattened. 

The examiner said that the feeding for fattening purposes 
was no part of the duty placed upon the carrier by the common 
law or the statute and that therefore the Commission had no 
jurisdiction. The feed rates mentioned in the case for campara- 
tive purposes were those to be charged for feeding animals 
unloaded for rest, water and feed in compliance with the so- 
called 28-hour law. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Loose-Leaf Note Books 


No. 21599, Northwest Tablet Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. 
Examiner G. O. Basham. Recommends finding that third class 
rating and rate was applicable on loose-leaf note books for 
school use, Kalamazoo, Mich., to Minnesota Transfer, Minn. 
Overcharge should be refunded and complaint dismissed. 


Furniture 
No. 21416, Amber Furniture Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al. Examiner Lawrence Satterfield. Dismissal proposed on 
finding applicable rates on furniture, points in Indiana, Kentucky 
and Tennessee to Chicago, IIl. 


Cocoanuts and Salt 


No. 21081, Valdosta Traffic Bureau vs. Georgia Southern & 
Florida et al. Examiner W. A. Hill. Proposes that rates on 
cocoanuts, Mobile, Ala., and New Orleans, La., to Valdosta, Ga., 
be found not to have been unreasonable. Rates on salt, points 
in Michigan, New York and Louisiana to Valdosta to be dealt 
with in No. 20877, rates on salt to southern territory. 

Paving Brick 

No. 21366, Toronto Fire Clay Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 
Examiner Joseph G. Cooper. Dismissal proposed on finding not 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful rate on paving brick, Em- 
pire, O., to Coraopolis, Pa. 

Stock and Feeder Cattle 


No. 21100, Sub. No. 1, Ed Borders vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Proposes that rates on stock and 
feeder cattle, Belvidere and Platte, S. D., and Sioux City, Ia., 
to Fremont, Neb., be found unreasonable, past, present and 
future, to extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed, minimum 
22,000 pounds for cattle and 16,000 pounds for calves, in stand- 
ard cars, and the minimum weights prescribed in South Dakota 
R. R. Commissioners vs. C. & N. W., 77 I. C. C. 451, for longer 
cars, the following: Sioux City to Fremont, 13.5 cents; Platte 
to Fremont, 25 cents, and Belvidere to Fremont, 31.5 cents. 
Reparation. Undercharges should be waived. 

Flour Bleaching Compound 

No. 21231, Novadell Process Corporation vs. Belt Ry. of 
Chicago et al. Examiner S. A. Aplin. Proposes finding that 
ratings and rates applied on shipments of flour bleaching com- 
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pound prior to June 30, 1928, Buffalo, N. Y., to Chicago, Ill., and 
from Buffalo and Chicago to Nashville, Tenn., Minneapolis, 
Minn., Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo., and Denver, Colo., were 
inapplicable; that ratings and rates applicable prior to April 30, 
1928, were those on bleaching powder, n.0.i.b.n., that ratings 
and rates applicable between April 30 and June 30, 1928, were 
those on chemicals, n.o.i.b.n. Overcharges should be promptly 
refunded. Ratings and rates herein found applicable were not 
and present ratings and rates are not unreasonable. Complaint 
should be dismissed. 
Lumber 

No. 21503, Steel City Lumber Co. vs. Blue Ridge et al. 
Examiner Joseph G. Cooper. Recommends reparation of $27.23, 
with interest, on finding inapplicable rate on lumber, West 
Union, S. C., to Boswell, N. C. Applicable rate, 16 cents. 


Cement 

No. 21267, Signal Mountain Portland Cement Co. vs. A. G. S. 
et al. Examiner T. Leo Haden. Dismissal proposed on finding 
applicable rates on cement, Chattanooga, Tenn., to points in 
Florida. 

Common Brick 

No. 21386, Columbus Brick Co. vs. Columbus & Greenville 
et al. Examiner Jesse C. Harraman. Dismissal proposed on 
finding not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful rates on com- 
mon brick, Columbus, Miss., to Jackson, Kenton, McNairy, Hen- 
derson and Brownsville, Tenn. 


Gravel 


No. 21576, Johnson, Drake & Piper, Inc., vs. S. A. L. et al. 
Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed on finding not 
unreasonable rate on gravel, Montgomery, Ala., to Madison and 
Lee, Fla. 

Rugs 

No. 21659, Stephen Philibosian, Inc. vs. Michigan Central 
et al. Examiner Joseph G. Cooper. Reparation of $230.13, with 
interest, recommended on finding inapplicable 1. c. 1. rate on rugs, 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to Dallas, Tex. Applicable rate, $1.84, 
minimum 30,000 pounds, plus loading charge* of 2.5 cents per 
100 pounds, and a like charge for unloading, computed on actual 
weight of 27,982 pounds. 

Glass Bottles 

No. 21228, Creomulsion Co., Inc. vs. Southern, embracing 
also a sub number, Same vs. Same et al. Examiner Charles W. 
Berry. Proposes finding that rates on glass bottles, East St. 
Louis and Alton, IIl., to Griffin, Ga., were, are and for future 
will be unreasonable to extent they exceeded, exceed or may 
exceed 69 cents from East St. Louis to Griffin and 70 cents from 
Alton to Griffin. Reparation. 


Poultry, Butter and Eggs 

No. 21158, Swift & Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., embracing 
also No. 21423, North American Provision Co. vs. M. & N. A. 
et al., and a sub number thereunder, Armour & Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Examiner C. J. Peterson. Complainants entitled 
to reparation on finding rates on dressed poultry, butter and 
eggs, in straight or mixed carloads, from Eureka Springs, Ark., 
and various points in Kansas to eastern destinations, unreason- 
able to extent they exceeded rates established September 15, 
1927. Findings without prejudice to any different conclusion 
in No. 16760, now pending. 


Feeder Sheep 
No. 21161, Vivion & Norvell vs. D. & R. G. W. et al. Ex- 
aminer John Davey. Complainants entitled to refund of over- 
charges in sum of $89.50, with interest, on finding inapplicable 
charges on feeder sheep, in double-deck cars, Tremonton, Utah, 
to Wolcott, Colo., to extent they exceeded $124 per carload. 
Rate charged not unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory. 


Hytempite Mortar 


No. 21259, O. A. Smith Agency, Inc. vs. Central of Georgia 
et al. Examiner John Davey. Dismissal proposed on finding 
not unreasonable rate on hytempite mortar, Gillespie, N. J., to 
Birmingham, Ala. 

’ Sulphuric Acid 

No. 21303, Southern Agricultural Chemical Corporation vs. 
Cenfral of Georgia et al., embracing also a sub number, Same vs. 
Southern et al. Examiner W. A. Hill. Dismissal proposed on 
finding not unreasonable rates on sulphuric acid, tank-car loads, 
Copperhill, Tenn., to Montgomery, Ala., and destinations in 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia. 


Photo Glass 


No. 21525, Hammer Dry Plate Co. et al. vs. Illinois Central 
et al. Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Dismissal proposed on finding 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful rates on photo glass, 
New Orleans, La., to St. Louis, Mo. 


Horseshoes and Toe Calks 


No. 21518, Phoenix Horseshoe Co. et al. vs. C. & A. et al. 
Examiner Michael T. Corcoran. Reparation of $499.90, with 
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interest, proposed on finding rates on horseshoes and toe 
mixed carloads, Joliet, Ill., to Wichita, Kan., unreasonable ty 
extent they exceeded 69 cents. 


Lubricating Oil 


No. 21281, Acewood Petroleum Corporation vs. Santa Fe 
et al. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Dismissal proposed on fin 
not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful rate charged op 30 
tank-car loads of petroleum lubricating oil, Falling Rock, WY, 
to Watson and Oleum, Calif., Willbridge, Ore., and Seattle, Wag, 
Present restriction of group B rate from Falling Rock to Toutes 
via Charleston, W. Va., not unreasonable. 


Battery Boxes 


No. 21371, National Battery Co. (formerly National Leg 
Battery Co.) vs. Santa Fe et al., embracing also No. 2141 
U. S. L. Battery Corporation vs. N. Y. C. et al. Examiner Roy E 
McKee. Complainants entitled to reparation on proposed fing 
ing that ratings and rates on impregnated fiber and rubbe 
composition battery boxes, straight carloads, between pointy 
specified in official territory, were unreasonable to extent they 
exceeded the fourth-class rating and rates. 


Cotton Bale Covering, Etc. 


No. 18957, Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau vs. Alabama Centry 
et al., embracing also No. 19844, Muscle Shoals Traffic Buregy 
for Ware Brothers Agency vs. L. & N. et al. On reh 
Examiner W. K. Berryman. Finding in former report, 139 L¢¢ 
194, that rates on less-than-carload interstate shipments of ¢ot. 
ton bale ties, buckles, cotton bale covering, and old torn bags, 
points in southeast to Tuscumbia and Sheffield, Ala., were ani 
are not unreasonable should be affirmed, and complaint dis 
missed. 

Crude Cottonseed Oll 


No. 21803, National Cottonseed Products Corporation yw. 
Cc. I. & L. Examiner Horace W. Johnson. Dismissal proposed 
on finding applicable rates on crude cottonseed oil, Louisville 
Ky., to Chicago, IIl. 


HOCH-SMITH PETROLEUM 
The Traffic World Washington Burees 


Arguments about an almost unbelievably large number of 
phases of the rate structure on petroleum and its products from 
the mid-continent and other southwestern fields into that part 
of official territory east of the Indiana-Illinois state line, from 
those points of origin into the southeast and within the south 
east, were placed before the whole Commission on May 1 ani 
the two following days in No. 17000, part 4, Hoch-Smith petroleum 
and its products and the dozens of formal complaints joined 
with it. More than two dozen attorneys and traffic manager 
were given time in which to state the views of their clients o 
the proposals made by Examiners Keele rand Peyser. 

The proposed report recommended the establishment of key 
point rates into the part of official territory mentioned with dit 
ferentials over or under the measuring group in the mid-cor 
tinent field, No. 3, in which Tulsa, Okla., is the typical point 
Into and within the southeast or southern territory they recom 
mended a mileage scale which southern railroads have estimated 
would cause them to lose more than $3,000,000 if the trafle 
moved, in the future, as it did in the test period. 


Railroad revenue in excess of $100,000,000, James F. Lav 
rence, attorney for mid-continent refiners said, was involved it 
the case. There was no dispute as to the magnitude of the 
revenue feature of the case. 

Time was assigned to the following: James F. Lawrenet, 
mid-continent refiners; Ed. P. Byars, North Texas Petrolew 
Traffic Association; George F. Graham, Transcontinental Oil (0; 
E. M. Hinkle, Louisiana Oil Refining Co.; C. E. Cotterill, Nev 
Orleans Refining Co.; Luther M. Walter, Mexican Petrolewl 
Corporation et al.; H. D. Driscoll, Phillips Petroleum Co. et al: 
Paul A. Walker, Oklahoma commission; R. B. Coapstick, Indiam 
Chamber of Commerce; L. G. Macomber, Detroit Board of Traée; 
F. M. Swacker, Texas Co.; W. W. Collin, Atlantic Refining 0: 
T. H. Burgess, Standard Oil Co. (Ohio); A. C. Harvey, Pure 
Co.; J. R. Van Slyke, Roxana Petroleum Corporation; 0. J. Do 
win, independent refining companies; T. M. Woodward, 4? 
palachian refiners; Willis Crane, National Petroleum A 
tion; W. R. Cook, New England Pulp & Paper Associatiol 
W. N. McGehee, Southern Railway; Henry Thurtell, Florida East 
Coast; E. D. Mohr, Louisville & Nashville; E. A. Smith, 
Central; C. M. Spence, Texas & Pacific; M. G. Roberts, St 
Louis-San Francisco; L. H. Strasser, Wabash; A. H. Hide 
eastern trunk lines, and James Garfield, New England carriers 

As the arguments on the proposed report of Examines 
Keeler and Peyser developed in the first three sessions of 
three-day discussion, the matter seemed to be a contest 
tween the mid-continent refiners, on the one hand, and ® 
finers and railroads in other parts of the country, on the 

Mr. Lawrence, for the mid-continent refiners, took 
broad position that, under the principles laid down in Gibbons 
vs. Ogden, the Commission was a regulator of commerce 
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ot merely @ regulator of rates. He accepted the principle of 
‘ee report but contended that the resulting rates would be too 
high. For instance, he said, the Commission in Mid-continent 
Oil Rates, in 1915, revised rates in western trunk line territory 

conform with the rate from Oklahoma to Chicago via St. 
Louis which the Commission knew was compelled in a measure 
py the pipe line rate to Whiting, Ind. But he said there were 
pipe lines to Toledo, O., the existence of which was ignored. 
It was his view that rates to such typical points in central 
territory 4S Detroit, Mich., Columbus, O., and Indianapolis 
should be no higher, from group 3 than for like distances in 
western trunk line territory. For instance, he said, Detroit 
should take a rate no higher than Duluth, their distances being 
equal. But, he said, the examiners recommended a rate of 52 
cents to Detroit, while the rate to Duluth was only 47 cents. 
Percentage increases in rates in the war period, he said, were 
the causes of the troubles of the mid-continent refiners. 

Mr. Byars asked for differentials for the north Texas re- 
finers over the Shreveport-El Dorado group to the western half 
of southern territory of 2.5 cents and 2 cents to the eastern 
half and similar downward adjustments to enable the refiners 
in that territory to get into the markets of consumption with- 
out making the big absorptions he said they were now com- 
pelled to make. 

Mr. Graham approved a mileage scale on traffic within the 
southern territory but expressed the opinion that a scale would 
be improper for use on traffic from the mid-continent group to 
the southern territory. His thought was that there should be 
specific rates from the Shreveport-El Dorado group with differ- 
entials from north Texas and Oklahoma, 2.5 cents to points in 
the south, west of a line drawn southwardly from Cincinnati, 
0., and 2 cents east of it. 

Mr. Hinkle suggested a higher differential from the north 
Texas group, grading down from 7 cents to 3 cents at the At- 
lantic seaboard. 

A view of the power and duty of the Commission almost 
diametrically opposite to that of Mr. Lawrence was presented 
by Mr. Cotterill on behalf of the New Orleans Refining Com- 
pany. He opposed the efforts of the mid-continent refiners to 
obtain reductions into southern and official territories. The 
fact that the western trunk line rates were lower than others 
was not a reason for reducing eastern rates so as to let them 
into territory east of the Mississippi on bases lower than the 
local rates in those territories, said he. 

The examiners, according to Mr. Walter, proposed rates too 
low for the short and too high for the long hauls. His sug- 
gestion was rates made 21 per cent of first class within south- 
ern territory. He also discussed fuel oil rates in New England, 
on account of the Mexican Petroleum Company’s being in that 
territory with its marketing organization. He contended not 
only that fuel oil: rates in New England were too high but also 
that the rates in both zones A and B should be the same. 

Mr. Driscoll argued that Kansas City should have lower 
differentials over St. Louis than proposed by the examiners. 
For example, he said, Kansas City to Cincinnati should be 8.5 
cents over St. Louis, 9 cents to Indianapolis and New York, 
and Boston 7 cents. He also asked that casinghead gasoline 
be given special rate treatment. 

Mr. Walker, for the Oklahoma commission, argued that the 
Commission, under the Hoch-Smith resolution, could and should 
take into consideration commercial conditions, that is, as to 
the condition of a part of an industry such as the mid-continent 
refiners, and give them fair rates. 


Findings in the second report in the Indiana State Chamber 
of Commerce case, Mr. Coapstick contended, were temporary. 
He proposed three Indiana groups on traffic from Oklahoma, 
with rates of 35.5 cents, 36 cents and 39.5 cents. As an alter- 
native he proposed rates based on distance, predicated on a 
rate of 31.5 cents te St. Louis from the Tulsa group with grada- 
tions beyond based on 90 per cent.of fifth class C. F. A. scale. 
That would produce, he said, a rate of 37.5 cents at Indianapolis. 

Mr. Macomber complained about the relationship of rates 
a in comparison with rates to Indiana and Illinois 

Mr. Swacker said that the situation of the Pure, Atlantic 
Refining and Sun Oil companies was about the same as that 
of the Gulf and Texas companies represented by him, so the 
counsel representing them had decided to divide the subject, 
he taking the southern situation, Mr. Collin, eastern trunk line, 
and Mr. Harvey, C. F. A. rates. Mr. Swacker pointed out 
— in the proposal of the examiners in relation to the 
Cone competitive situation in the southern territory. Mr. 
rar 2 protested against the proposal of the examiners to carry 
the eastern territory the western trunk line scale without at 
— time providing for similar reductions in the local 
Mr a Commission in the 1915 Mid-continent case,” said 
rl ollin, “put into effect rates lower than it could have or- 
ner es the Chicago rate, depressed by competition between 
stick” 8 and pipe lines and railroad with railroad as the yard 


He said the rates should be left as they were until an ar 
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rangement could be made to bring the two oil rate structures 
into harmony, after the eastern class rate case was disposed 
of so that the eastern basis established as a result of that 
could be used in connection with the larger revision. 

“If the western trunk line rates are reasonable maxima,” 
said Mr. Burgess, speaking for the Standard of Ohio, “then 
rates in C. F. A. should be made lower on account of the more 
favorable transportation conditions. Here we have three oil 
rate structures, the lowest being the western where transpor- 
tation conditions are less favorable than in either of the other 
territories, with the next higher in C. F. A. and highest in 
trunk line. And the fuel oil situation is worse. We oppose 
the present New Orleans and Baton Rouge rates. They are the 
lowest and the examiners properly have recommended their 
advancement.” 

Messrs. Collin and Burgess recited figures showing what 
to them seemed a pitiable reversal of the accepted canons of 
rate-making in which rates in the territories having the least 
favorable transportation conditions were the lowest. The for- 
mer said that the Atlantic Refining Company, with a refinery 
at Franklin, Pa., not far from the Ohio line, could get its prod- 
ucts into Cleveland, O., in competition with the mid-continent 
refiners only under the most unusual conditions. 


HOCH-SMITH LIVESTOCK 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Sharp disagreement between shippers and carriers was 
shown in the argument, April 26, in No. 17000, part 9, Hoch- 
Smith livestock in the south, No. 18487, Atlanta Live Stock 
Dealers et al. vs. Louisville & Nashville et al.; No. 18500, 
Southeastern Live Stock Association vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish 
et al., and No. 18559, Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. 
Chesapeake & Ohio et al. Moses R. Glenn and Thomas H. 
Lauhon, members of the Kentucky commission, sat with the 
federal body while the arguments were being made. E. M. 
Price, of the Georgia commission, appeared in defense of the 
Georgia situation. 

The examiners recommended that the Commission find 
that the rates were not in violation of the interstate commerce 
act or the Hoch-Smith resolution. The carriers, therefore, on 
the general proposition arising under the resolution, were in 
accord with the report of the examiners. They made the point, 
however, that the federal commission should require the in- 
trastate rates in Alabama, Georgia and South Carolina to be 
brought up to the interstate level. They also announced that 
they would bring thirteenth section proceedings in respect of 
Mississippi rates which they said were lower than the inter- 
state level. 


Time for the discussion of the issues was assigned to 
E. D. Mohr, for the southern carriers generally; Frank W. 
Gwathmey, for the Atlantic Coast Line and other carriers rep- 
resented ‘by him in rate cases generally; H. G. Fitzpatrick, for 
the Chesapeake & Ohio, in the formal docket cases; E. L. 
German, for the Southeastern Live Stock Association; C. B. 
Heinemann, for the Kennett-Murray Live Stock Buying Organ- 
ization; J. D. Patterson, Atlanta Live Stock Dealers, and Mr. 
Price for the Georgia commission. 

Mr. Mohr said the level of the livestock rates in the south 
was the one approved by the Commission in the form of the 
so-called compromise scale that grew out of the East Tennessee 
Packing Company case and the schedules filed by the carriers 
as a result of that case, that filing causing the whole matter 
to be compromised on a scale ‘approved by the Commission. 

Aside from pleading that situation in defense of the level 
of rates in existence, Mr. Mohr recited figures in the record to 
show that the carriers’ revenue from livestock was almost the 
lowest known, notwithstanding the fact that livestock had to 
be handled at extra expense on account of the necessity for 
expedition and the use of special facilities. 

In addition Mr. Mohr pointed out that while the southern 
carriers were leading the railroads of the country in the matter 
of net when the record in this case was made, their net had 
been steadily declining since then, the 1928 net being $30,- 
000,000 less than the net of 1926. 

“Ig that in the record?” asked Commissioner Eastman. 

Mr. Mohr admitted that it was not but suggested the Com- 
mission could certainly take-notice of the annual reports made 
to it. Commissioner Eastman smiled as if remembering court 
decisions to the contrary as well as its rules of practice. 

“May we also take notice of dividends of 10 per cent when 
on the book investment of the carrier paying such a dividend 
the return is shown as 4 per cent?” inquired Commissioner 
Campbell. 

Mr. Mohr said that so far as he was individually concerned 
it might. 

Commissioner Woodlock suggested that section 15a re- 
quired the Commission to take note of earnings and dividends. 
Commissioner Campbell asked whether a 10 per cent dividend 
suggested the possibility of inadequzcty of transportation, the 
test in 15a, but Mr. Mohr did not answer that query. He 
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agreed, however, that that section required the Commission 
to keep earnings of carriers in mind. 

Mr. Gwathmey said that in fairness to both carriers and 
shippers, the Commission should require all the states to bring 
their rates up to the level of scales prescribed by it or else 
quit prescribing them on the theory that the carriers would 
obtain revenues on their level from their intrastate business. 

An entirely different story was put before the Commission 
by Mr. German. In substance he contended that the carriers 
had not carried out in spirit the compromise, represented, so 
far as the written document was concerned, by the scale. He 
pointed out matters in connection with the application of the 
scale which had rendered it obnoxious to the shippers. Mr. 
Mohr, in his argument, had contended that there was little 
dissatisfaction with the scale except on hauls into Montgomery 
and to the Ohio River crossings and that only because the 
compromise increased some of the rates. Mr. German con- 
tended that the application of the scale was not made in the 
spirit of compromise which was supposed to have actuated the 
making of the compromise scale. : 

In the brief, signed by the named complainants and about 
sixteen others, including boards of trade and livestock organ- 
izations, the shippers demanded that the rates attacked by the 
complaints be found unjust and unreasonable without regard 
to the Hoch-Smith resolution; require the publication of a 
seale suggested by the shippers without regard to the Hoch- 
Smith resolution and then require the publication of rates, 
under the resolution, 15 per cent under that scale. They also 
asked for a setting aside or revision of the rules and practices 
of various carriers in respect of stocker or feeder animals, the 
two-for-one rule, feeding in transit and make the suggested 
mileage scale apply on both standard and short lines. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 20039, National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al. 
The ordered entered in this proceeding on March 1, 1929, which 
was by its terms made effective on May 25, 1929, upon not less 
than 30 days’ notice, has been modified so that it will become 
effective on June 15, 1929, upon not less than 30 days’ notice. 

No. 19791, Cummer Manufacturing Co. of Texas vs. Santa Fe 
et al. and No. 20385, Lehigh Banana Case Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
The order heretofore entered in these proceedings on March 8, 
1929, which by its terms is to become effective on June 5, 1929, 
and provides that the rates therein prescribed shall be estab- 
lished upon not less than 30 days’ notice by publication and post- 
ing in the manner prescribed in section 6 of the act, has been 
amended so as to authorize the establishment of said rates, on 
or before June 5, 1929, upon not less than 15 days’ notice by 
such publication and posting. 

No. 20283, Arnstein Simon & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. The 
order entered in this proceeding on February 26, 1929, which 
was by its terms made effective on May 1, 1929, upon not less 
than 5 days’ notice, has been modified so that it will become 
effective on June 30, 1929, upon 5 days’ notice. 

No. 22120, Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Southern. 
City of Mobile, Ala., permitted to intervene. 


Finance No. 6486, application of Pittsburgh & West Vir- 
ginia for authority to acquire control of Wheeling & Lake Erie 
by purchase of capital stock. New York, Chicago and St. Louis 
permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 7518, Application of Clinton-Oklahoma-Western 
of Texas for certificate to construct a branch line of railroad 
in Gray county, Tex. Texas Co. and Coltexo Corp. permitted 
to intervene. : 


Finance No. 7460, application of Chesapeake & Ohio for 
authority to acquire control of certain carriers. Arcadia & 
Betsey River, Morehead & North Fork and Lackawanna & 
Wyoming Valley permitted to intervene. 


No. 20781, Norwood, Calef & Co. vs. Boston & Maine et al. 
The order entered in this proceeding on February 26, 1929, 
which was by its terms made effective on May 1, 1929, upon 
not less than 5 days’ notice, has been modified so that it will 
a effective on May 10, 1929, upon not less than 5 days’ 
notice. 

No. 20221, Barrett Co. vs. New York, Susquehanna & West- 
ern et al. Petition of defendants, Erie and Pennsylvania, for 
further consideration on question of reasonableness of the rates 
on coal tar oil between Edgewater, N. J., and Philadelphia (both 
directions) and for postponement of effective date of order 
therein denied. 

No. 21988, Continental Steel Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
American Steel and Wire Co. of N. J. and American Sheet and 
Tin Plate Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 22120, Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Southern. 
John H. Jones and State Docks Commission (Ala.) permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 21811, Merchants’ Association of New York et al. vs. 
American Railway Express et al. Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of State of South Dakota permitted to intervene. 

No. 22120, Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Southern. 


George Taylor, Irving S. Schlesinger and John J. Neff Permit. 
ted to intervene. 

No. 21916, Sub. 8, Quincy North Star Co. vs. Santa Fe g 
al., and No. 221012, Cherry Burrell Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe ¢ 
al. Creamery Package Mfg. Co. permitted to intervene. 

No. 22103, Kalbfleisch Corp. vs. Boston & Albany et a) 
Paper Makers’ Chemical Corp. and New England Paper & Pulp 
Traffic Association permitted to intervene. 

No. 22101, Pittsburgh and Ashland Coal and Dock Co, y, 
Northern Pacific et al. Sheridan-Wyoming Coal Co., Owl Cree; 
Coal Co. and Railroad and Warehouse Commission of State of 
Minnesota permitted to intervene. 

No. 22085, Eastern Terminal Lumber Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. Chamber of Commerce of Delaware permitted to jp. 
tervene. 

Finance No. 7470, application of Missouri Pacific for ap. 
thority to acquire control of certain carriers by lease. Dudley 
B. Kimball permitted to intervene. 


RATES ON OIL 


The rate of 35.5 cents prescribed by the Commission in the 
mid-continent oil cases of 1925 from group 3 (the Tulsa group) 
to Peoria was held to be unreasonable and discriminatory 
against Peoria dealers and manufacturers, in view of rates con- 
temporaneously maintained to St. Louis and Chicago, by the 
complainant witnesses at the hearing before Examiner Harris 
at Chicago, April 27, in docket 21481, Central Union Petroleum 
Marketers’ and Consumers’ Association and others against the 
A. & E. and others. The complaint attacks the rates from the 
mid-continent field on both crude and refined oils to Peoria 
and the territory grouped with it. 

The fact that, on rates effective March 2, 1928, the Peoria 
differential over St. Louis was increased and under Chicago was 
decreased was the principal cause of complaint, according to 
E. L. Henninger, traffic manager, Bloomington Association of 
Commerce. Prior to that date Peoria was 3.5 cents over St. 
Louis and 3 cents under Chicago on refined oil, and 3 cents 
over St. Louis and 3 cents under Chicago on crude oil. The 
present basis is Peoria 5.5 cents over St. Louis and one-half cent 
under Chicago on refined oil, and 4.5 cents over St. Louis and 
one-half cent under Chicago on crude. It was explained that 
the one-half cent differential Chicago over Peoria was brought 
about as a result of the fact that, though the Commission hai 
prescribed 38.5 cents as a reasonable maximum rate to Chicago, 
the carriers had only published a rate of 36 cents, as, they 
said, pipe line competition compelled it. Following a historical 
statement of the rates: to the three points since 1916, the wit 
ness summed up his position by saying: “Thus, it will be seen 
that the Peoria rate has been steadily increased proportionately 
greater than the rates to St. Louis and Chicago, with the result 
that the Peoria differential over St. Louis has been increased 
and Peoria differential under Chicago has been decreased.” 
He asked the old differentials be reestablished. 

The carrier testimony was directed almost wholly to sub 
stantiating the reasonableness of the rate of 35.5 cents pre 
scribed by the Commission to Peoria. As pointed out by J.B 
Flansburg, it amounted to only 17 per cent of the first class 
rate prescribed by the Commission in the consolidated south- 
western cases. Rates on fifth class articles, generally, he said, 
ranged from 30 to 38 per cent of the current first class rates. 
Numerous comparisons were made between the rates under 
attack and rates from points in the mid-continent field to points 
in Indiana and elsewhere, and the revenue results, further i 
support of the reasonableness of the Peoria rates. 


N. Y. C. UNIFICATION 


Setting forth the results of its negotiations with the short 
lines the Commission said should be included in the unification 
of New York Central system lines in Finance Nos. 5688 and 
5690, the New York Central has petitioned the Commission 
for a final order in the proceedings. 

The short lines involved are the Owasco River Railway, 
the Federal Valley Railroad Company, the Boyne City, Gaylord 
& Alpena Railroad Company, the Ulster & Delaware 
Company, the Chicago, Attica & Southern Railroad Compaly, 
and the Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville Railroad Company. 

The New York Central has agreed with the Internati 
Harvester Company to purchase for $75,000 cash the entire 
capital stock of the Owasco, subject to the approval of the 
Commission. 

No agreement as to price was reached with respect to the 
Federal Valley, but both parties have agreed to arbitrate 
question of commercial value of the Federal Valley and have 
selected arbitrators. 

_ Arbitration also has been agreed to in the case of i 
Boyne City, Gaylord & Alpena, as well as in the case of 
Ulster & Delaware. 

In the cases of the Chicago, Attica & Southern and the 
Fonda, Johnstown & Gloversville, the latter only as to its ste? 
lines, the New York Central says it has offered to arbitrate, 
no reply to its notice to that effect has been received. 
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B. & O. CONTROL OF W. M. 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Although the Baltimore & Ohio objected, the eastern rail- 
road consolidation question was brought into the hearing, on 
April 29, in No. 21032, Interstate Commerce Commission vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio, the Commission’s Clayton law anti-trust 
proceeding against that trunk line growing out of its acquisition 
of about 43 per cent of the stock of the Western Maryland, in 
1927 and 1928. George M. Shriver, senior vice-president, called 
by the Commission as its witness, admitted that the purchase 
was made along with the acquisition of Wheeling & Lake Erie 
stock in view of the four-party plan for the consolidation of 
the eastern railroads. The defendant carrier objected to inter- 
vention by the Wabash on the ground that its interest in the 
matter, if any, was by reason of its interest in the consolida- 
tion plans. 

The consolidation feature of the matter was represented, 
in a way of speaking, by C. F. Taplin and W. S. Bronson, counsel 
for the Pittsburgh & West Virginia, and W. E. Nicodemus, 
counsel for the Wabash. The latter filed the intervention in 
pehalf the Wabash to which the Baltimore & Ohio objected. 
The objection was overruled by Assistant Director C. V. Burn- 
side, of the Commission’s bureau of finance, who held the 

aring. 

“= Mr Nicodemus tried several methods to bring in the con- 
solidation matter without asking a direct question. Mr. Shriver 
was called by the Commission to lay the fact foundation for 
the allegation made by the Commission that acquisition of 
control of the Western Maryland by the Baltimore & Ohio 
would have the effect of substantially lessening competition 
between the two railroads and restrain commerce. To that 
the Baltimore & Ohio had entered a general denial. 

The witness went into minute details, mostly on cross- 
examination, about the transactions, in 1927 and 1928, whereby 
the Baltimore & Ohio obtained practically all the first preferred 
stock, much of the common stock and some of the second pre- 
ferred stock of the Western Maryland, the whole amounting 
to about 43 per cent of the outstanding Western Maryland 
stock. Mr. Shriver said the net cost to the Baltimore & Ohio 
was $18,673,049. That net cost was arrived at by deducting 
the profit the Baltimore & Ohio made by selling 50,000 shares 
of common stock at various figures above the $35 per share 
it paid for 55,000 shares obtained from the Deutsche Bank of 
Berlin, Germany, through the alien property custodian. That 
profit amounted to about $258,000. 

The consolidation feature was opened up by Mr. Shriver’s 
admitting, in connection with one of the many details of the 
buying and selling stock transaction, that he had issued a 
newspaper statement. Thereupon Mr. Taplin asked him about 
a statement attributed to him by a Wall street newspaper in 
which he had said that the four-party consolidation plan was 
one of the things he had in mind in negotiating for Wheeling 
& Lake Erie and Western Maryland stock. In that way the 
eastern consolidation question was brought into the case so 
that Messrs. Taplin, Bronson and Nicodemus could ask ques- 
tions the answers to which might be of value if and when 
they brought forward their plan for a fifth trunk line system 
in the east, composed, in part, of the Wbash, Wheeling & Lake 
Erie, Pittsburgh & West Virginia and the Western Maryland. 

At the beginning of the hearing Mr. Burnside ruled that 
No. 21678, Business Protective Association (of Baltimore) vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio, which raises the question whether the Bal- 
timore & Ohio should be allowed to hold the Western Maryland 
at any time, could not be consolidated with the anti-trust pro- 
ceedings, but should be heard separately. A. E. Beck, counsel 
for that association, however, intervened in the anti-trust case 
and took part in the examination of Mr. Shriver. 


D. G. Gray, vice-president of the Western Maryland, in 
charge of the traffic department, as a Commission witness put 
into the record minutes of meetings of Western Maryland stock- 
holders, maps showing the competitive situation as between 
the Baltimore & Ohio and the Western Maryland, and other 
material of that sort. 

Mr. Gray submitted figures to show that of Western Mary- 
land traffic other than coal, 53.7 per cent of it was competitive 
with the Baltimore & Ohio and 46.3 non-competitive. He called 
all that traffic competitive that moved between common points 
on identical rates, whether class or commodity, without regard 
to service or any other factor that might be considered by 
Someone undertaking to apply one or more of the definitions 
of competition. Of all traffic, he said, 43.5 was competitive 
and 56.5 per cent non-competitive. 

Luther M. Walter, for the Baltimore & Ohio, spent hours 
on the examination of Mr. Gray to break down his figures into 
a minute classifications, and, seemingly, to show that Mr. 

ray had included in traffic ‘labeled “competitive” many hun- 
dreds, if not thousands, of cars of freight that had originated 
en Western Maryland and the routing of which it could 
= l so that the Baltimore & Ohio would not obtain any haul 

them. Mr. Gray admitted that the competition on such traffic 
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was negligible, but Mr. Walter tried, unsuccessfully, to have 
him admit that there was no competition. Mr. Gray contended 
that when market competition was taken into consideration 
every railroad was in competition with railroads in its part of 
the country 100 per cent. 

In the Wabash’s formal petition of intervention it gave its 
interest in the formulation of plans for the consolidation of 
railroads in the eastern district as the only reason for desiring 
to be in this case. It said it was developnig a plan for sub- 
mission to the Commission “for the establishment of one or 
more additional independent systems in the territory east of 
the Mississippi River, one of which systems will include the 
lines of the Wabash Railway Company, Western Maryland Rail- 
way Company and the other companies above specified.” 

The other railways spevified were the Wheeling & Lake 
Erie, the Pittsburgh & West Virginia and the Lehigh Valley. 
The latter is a connection at Buffalo, N. Y., of the Wabash. 

In addition, the Wabash asserted that the stock of the 
Western Maryland was acquired pursuant to an agreement 
among the trunk lines involved in the purchase and individuals 
“for the purpose of forestalling the formation of an additional 
competitive system in trunk line territory, depriving the public 
of the benefit of competition which such additional system would 
afford, all in violation of the acts of Congress, commonly known 
as the Clayton act and the Sherman anti-trust act.” 

The Wabash declared that the illegality of the purchase 
was established by the Commission’s decision in the Clayton 
act case against the three trunk lines in regard to the Wheeling 
& Lake Erie stock. It said that the Baltimore & Ohio should 
be required to cease its violation of the anti-trust laws and 
to sell the Western Maryland stock on terms prescribed by 
the Commission to such carrier or carriers as should be des- 
ignated by the Commission to the end that the stock might be 
utilized in the establishment of an additional system in trunk 
line territory. 


The Commission closed its presentation of testimony on 
which it will determine the question whether control of the 
Western Maryland by the Baltimore & Ohio would substantially 
lessen competition with the testimony of O. S. Lewis, freight 
traffic manager in the eastern region for the Baltimore & Ohio, 
and the filing of exhibits showing the testimony of Daniel 
Willard, president of the defendant, given in No. 12964, the 
Commission’s general consolidation case, by Mr. Healy. The 
latter also filed, as exhibits, the testimony of M. C. Byers, pres- 
ident of the Western Maryland, in the consolidation hearing. 
At that time the two presidents regarded the two roads as 
competitive. Mr. Willard said the Western Maryland was an 
active competitor, but he pointed out that he did not wish to 
be understood as regarding it as a menace to the Baltimore 
& Ohio. 


Mr. Lewis put in traffic statistics showing the interchange 
of business between the Western Maryland and the Baltimore 
& Ohio and the interchange between the Western Maryland and 
the Pennsylvania. He made no effort to say what was and what 
was not competitive traffic, a task assigned by the Commission 
to Mr. Gray, of the Western Maryland, when it summoned him 
as a witness. Mr. Lewis was not subjected to cross-examina- 
tion. Mr. Gray, who had preceded him on the stand, however, 
was asked his opinion as to competition in the event of certain 
contingencies, by Messrs. Bronson and Taplin. Mr. Walter 
objected, but Director Burnside told the witness to answer the 
questions. The seeming intent of the questions was to make 
Mr. Gray express a preference as between control by the Balti- 
more & Ohio, on the one hand, and control by a system com- 
posed, first, of the Wheeling & Lake Erie and the Pittsburgh 
& West Virginia, and, second, by the whole of the fifth system, 
including the Wabash, Ann Arbor and other lines, on the other. 
As to the combination of the three roads he was practically 
certain that the interests of the Western Maryland would be 
better served by Baltimore & Ohio control. As to the combina- 
tion including a larger number of roads, he said that that was 
another picture, about which he said he had no facts enabling 
him to come to a conclusion. He said he had not participated 
in the consolidation discussions. 

Interveners against the Baltimore & Ohio in favor of a find- 
ing by the Commission that the domination of the Western 
Maryland by the Baltimore & Ohio would be in violation of the 
Clayton law followed the Commission witnesses. A. E. Beck, 
in behalf of the Business Protective Association, composed of 
shippers along the Western Maryland, submitted maps and 
analyses thereof to show the competitive situation as to the 
two railroads. The maps showed that at few points were the 
railroads more than twenty miles from each other and that at 
thirteen points there were facilities for the interchange of freight 
His study, he said, led him to the conclusion that there would 
be a severe reduction in competition were the Baltimore & Ohio 
to be allowed to control the Western Maryland. 

Mr. Walter objected to that statement of conclusion without 
a recital of facts leading to it. Mr. Burnside said he would 
allow it to stand on the assumption that the facts to support 
it were coming. 
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Insistence of counsel for the Baltimore & Ohio upon oppor- 
tunity to submit traffic statistics in rebuttal of those presented 
by Mr. Gray, vice-president in charge of traffic of the Western 
Maryland, caused Mr. Burnside to announce, April 30, that ad- 
journment would be taken to May 27 as soon as examination 
of witnesses on behalf of interveners in opposition to Baltimore 
& Ohio control of the Western Maryland was completed. Mr. 
Walter, speaking for the defendant, said that it was absolutely 
necessary for the Baltimore & Ohio to check the 30,000 way 
bills from which Mr. Gray had taken the statistics to show the 
division of traffic of the Western Maryland between competitive 
and non-competitive as between itself and the Baltimore & Ohio. 
Mr. Walter insisted, too, that he could not conduct a cross ex- 
amination until the traffic men on his side of the case had made 
an examination of the way bills so as to make their own de- 
termination as to what was competitive and what was non- 
competitive traffic. When that check was completed, but not 
later than May 20, Mr. Burnside said, the Baltimore & Ohio 
would be expected to furnish the other side with copies of the 
rebuttal traffic exhibits. Mr. Gray will be recalled for cross 
examination at the hearing on May 27. 

Mr. Beck was submitted to a sharp cross examination by 
Mr. Walter to develop the number of members of the Business 
Protective Association and the fact that Mr. Beck through his 
efforts had obtained about 350 members in Baltimore and other 
points on the Western Maryland. He would not tell the names 
of members because, as he said, many of them feared that the 
Baltimore & Ohio, on account of their opposition to its plans, 
would not be anxious to give them good freight service. 

W. M. McCormick, president of the association, however, 
was put forward as a witness to say that, although he was a 
stockholder of the Baltimore & Ohio and had instructed his 
shipping force to use both the Baltimore & Ohio and Western 
Maryland, he thought the interests of Baltimore and of himself, 
as a shipper, would be best served by the continuance of three 
railroads instead of two in Baltimore. Preservation of compe- 
tition, he said, was desirable. His thought, he said, was that 
the Western Maryland should be part of a system other than 
the ones in which the Pennsylvania and Baltimore & Ohio were 
parts. In other words, he said, Baltimore should have three 
systems, when consolidation plans were completed. 


Testimony of a similar character, that is for the preserva- 
tion of competition, was given by George R. Babylon, in behalf 
of the Allied Civic and Improvement Protective Association of 
Baltimore; I. K. Dye and C. W. Maxwell, of Elkins, W. Va. 
Mr. Maxwell is mayor of that town. He said he never could 
interest the Baltimore & Ohio in the development of coal lands 
near Elkins but that the Western Maryland had promoted the 
opening of six or seven mines in the last few years. 


PEDDLER CAR SERVICE 


The practical question presented at the hearing in I. and S. 
3277, fresh meats, packing-house products and other articles 
in peddler cars from Illinois and Indiana points to destinations 
in Kentucky and West Virginia, held at Chicago before Ex- 
aimner Harris, April 30, was as to whether the Southern Rail- 
way should continue to compete with the L. & N. as an origin 
carrier on peddler car service from St. Louis and East St. Louis 
= — on the Big Sandy and Guyandot branch of the 

J. P. Kelley, commercial agent, C. & O., explained that, in 
its report in docket 16227, the Commission had required the 
establishment of the rates in effect via the L. & N.-L. H. & St. 
L.-C. & O., but that, as his line thought they were unduly low, 
it had not wished to extend the rates beyond the requirements 
of the order. However, without the knowledge of the C. & O., 
he said, the Southern Railway had published rates on the same 
basis via its line from St. Louis, making connection with the 
C. & O. at Louisville. The suspended schedules, which were 
designed to cancel those rates, were published at the insistence 
of the C. & O., he said. The Big Four had sought an adjustment 
on the same basis from Chicago, he said, as well as the B. & O. 
from St. Louis. If his line had acquiesced in the adjustment 
a i. it would have been necessary in all similar situations, 

e held. 

A. W. Gill, general freight agent, Southern Railway, said 
he did not wish to express any opinion as to the reasonableness 
of the rates prescribed in docket 16227, but that his line wished 
to participate in the traffic as an origin line. So long as the 
rates were in effect via the L. & N., he said, it would be im- 
possible for his line to handle any of the business on any other 
basis. In view of the fact the Southern Railway formed a part 
of the short-line route, he asked that it be allowed to continue 
to compete for the traffic. 

Paul R. Blanchard, of Armour & Company, representing 
the protestants, held that the refusal of the C. & O. to accord 
the Southern Railway the same treatment as it did the L. & N. 
was in violation of paragraph 3, section 3, of the interstate 
commerce act, in that it was there provided that a carrier must, 
under analogous conditions, accord its connections the same 


rt 


treatment. His company would pay no higher rates if th 
proposed cancellation via the Southern was allowed, he gaj 
but it felt it should have the opportunity of choice betwee 
routes. Certain operating considerations made that desirabje 
according to him. 


LIBERTY WEEKLY HEARING ADJOURNED 


Hearing in docket 21213, Liberty Weekly, Inc., against th, 
A. T. & S. F. and others, which began at Chicago before Exam. 
iner Harris April 25, was adjourned to May 7, at Washington, 
at the conclusion of cross-examination, April 26, of H. A. Laird, 
traffic manager, Chicago Tribune and its subsidiaries. yy 
Laird’s cross-examination had been delayed to permit Victo; 
H. Polachek, of New York, in charge of Hearst Sunday neyws. 
papers, to present his testimony. Cross-examination of Mp, 
Laird was intended to develop that he had no personal knoyi. 
edge of facts concerning magazine production costs, circulation 
of the American Weekly, and other matters to which he haj 
testified. A minute examination of the source of his informa. 
tion as to classification characteristic of articles voluminously 
presented in his exhibits was made by R. C. Fyfe, chairman of 
the Consolidated Classification Committee and of the Westem 
Classification Committee. 


FREED FROM TAP LINE CONTROL 


The Commission, division 4, by an order in I. and §, No, 
11, the tap line case, has released the Jefferson & Northwestern 
from the control exercised by the Commission over railroads in 
which shippers have a proprietary interest. The Clark & Boice 
Lumber Company, which had such proprietary interest, accord. 
ing to the Commission’s order of relinquishment, now has 
neither a direct nor an indirect interest in the road. The an 
nouncement is of like character as to stockholders of the lum. 
ber company. 


CONTROL OF W. & L. E. 


The Pittsburgh & West Virginia Railway Company in an 
answer filed with the Commission in No. 21012, Sub. No. 2, Inter. 
state Commerce Commission vs. New York, Chicago & St. Louis 
Railroad Company, objects to the prayer of the Nickel Plate 
that the Commission’s order requiring the Nickel Plate to divest 
itself of ownership of stock of the Wheeling & Lake Erie be 
vacated. The Nickel Plate made its request for vacation in 
connection with its recent application asking authority to acquire 
control of the Wheeling & Lake Erie. 


TIME ZONE HEARING 


On petitions of the Great Northern and the Soo Line, the 
Commission has reopened No. 10122, standard time zone in 
vestigation, for further hearing on the question of whether the 
orders dated October 24, 1918, defining the boundary line be 
tween the standard central time zone and the standard mou- 
tain time zone, as restated in the order May 19, 1928, should 
be so modified as to include that portion of the Great Northen 
west of Minot, N. D., to and including Williston, N. D., and 
diverging branch lines, and that portion of the Soo Line extend 
ing from Flaxton, N. D., to Whitetail, Mont., in the standard 
central time zone. 

Attorney-Examiner John T. Money is to hold a hearing on 
the question at Minot on June 1, in the federal court rooms. 


FINAL VALUATIONS 


Valuation No. 949, Minnesota, Dakota & Western Railway Co, 
opinion No. B-724, final value for rate-making purposes of propery 
owned and used for common-carrier purposes, as of June 30, 1918, 
found to be $780,790; owned but not used, $5,625; used but not 
owned, $136. 

Valuation No. 971, Union Terminal Railway Co. (of St. Joseph, 
Mo.), opinion No. B-726, final value for rate-making purposes 0 
property owned and used for common-carrier purposes found to be 
$1,119,488, as of June 30, 1917. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 


Hearing in No. 21630, American Tar Products Co. vs. A. B. 
& C. R. R. et al., assigned for May 3, at Washington, D. C. 
before Examiner Curtis, was canceled and reassigned for June 
3, at Washington, D. C., before Examiner Curtis. 

The joint hearing in docket 21939, sand, gravel and crushed 
stone from Indiana and Illinois points to destinations in Illinois, 
docket 21372, Ohio & Indiana Stone Company and others against 
c. Cc. C. & St. L. and others (further hearing), and I. and 8 
3093, sand, gravel and crushed stone from Indiana points t0 
destinations in Illinois, set for April 29, at Chicago, before 
Examiner Fuller, was postponed to May 16, at*the Bismarck 
Hotel, Chicago, before Examiner Fuller. 


BILLIONS, NOT MILLIONS 


In the eighth line, second column, of the article by Normal 
F. Titus, Traffic World, April 27, 1929, the cost of the operations 
of packing, handling, and transportation to industry was, by % 
typographical error, stated as twelve million dollars, ins 
of twelve billion dollars. 
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Railroad Consolidation 


No Undisputed Consolidation Under Federal Law Made Since Enactment of Legislation in 


1920—Many Unifications Accomplished—Attempt to Make Complete or 
Permanent Plan for Mergers Revived 


By A. E. Heiss 


Nine years ago Congress authorized the consolidation 
of railroads, under specified conditions, into a limited num- 
ber of systems. One of the conditions was that consolida- 
tions should conform to a plan prepared by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. That plan has never been prepared. 
In the view of a majority of the Commission, no consolida- 
tion has been made under the law because the plan require- 
ment has not been met. i 

When Congress authorized consolidations it inserted a 
provision in the transportation act authorizing the Commis- 
sion to permit one carrier to acquire control of another 
carrier or carriers, by lease or by purchase of stock, or in 
any other manner not involving the consolidation of such 
carriers into a single system for ownership and operation. 
It is under that part of the law that unification of railroads 
has been made since 1920. Such unifications are frequently 
referred to as “consolidations.” Commissioner Joseph B. 
Eastman, who disagrees with a majority of the Commission 
as to what constitutes a consolidation, asserts that many of 
the acquisitions of control authorized by the Commission 
really are, in a legal sense, consolidations, and that the 
Commission is without authority to approve such consoli- 
dations until it has prepared the plan required by the law. 
All the leases are for long periods, a number being for 
999 years. 

By the acquisition-of-control method of unification, 
about 43,000 miles of railroad have been either newly 
acquired or a prior control has been strengthened by the 
proprietary company. By that method, the Pennsylvania 
and the New York Central, for illustration, have strength- 
ened their hold on companies, which, by stock ownership, 
they controlled before the enactment of the consolidation 
legislataion of 1920. Under that method the Southern 
Pacific, also for illustration, has acquired the El Paso and 
Southwestern system. Also under that provision of the law 
the Southern Pacific took a new lease on the Central Pacific 
after the Supreme Court of the United States had found 
that the old lease and long continued operation of the two 
systems as one was in violation of the Sherman anti-trust 
law, a law written into the books long after the original 
unification was made. 

One notable consolidation has been made since the 
passage of the consolidation legislation. The Nickel Plate 
has absorbed a number of its subsidiary lines so there is 
no longer a set-up of separate corporations. That consoli- 
dation, however, was made under the laws of the states 
creating the now absorbed corporations. After the absorp- 
tion took place, the new Nickel Plate system obtained per- 
mission from the Commission to operate over the rails of 


the combined companies in interstate and foreign com- 
merce, 


Aim of Congress in 1920 


Congress enacted the consolidation provisions of the 
law on the theory that the country would be better served 
y a limited number of well balanced, closely knit, large 
systems, than by an equal number of relatively large but 
loosely knit systems and a large number of relatively weak 
and a large number of really weak railroads. But the anti- 
trust laws stood in the way. They threatened not only 
unifications in contemplation but those in existence as well, 


as, for instance, the Southern Pacific-Central Pacific system. 
They had torn asunder the unification of the Northern 
Pacific, Great Northern, and Burlington roads and were a 
menace to the Southern Pacific-Central Pacific system. 

Therefore Congress planned for unifications less than 
consolidations and for consolidations. It authorized acqui- 
sitions, less than consolidation, whenever the Commission 
believed they would be in the public interest. Consolida- 
tions were authorized on a showing that they would promote 
the public interest. It also removed the menace of the state 
anti-trust laws by authorizing the Commission to approve 
consolidations found to promote the public interest by say- 
ing that it might approve “the law of any state or the 
decision or order of any state authority to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

To the end that consolidations should be made with a 
view to the public interest Congress said the consolidations 
should be in conformity with a plan made by the Commis- 
sion. Its idea was that the Commission should figure out 
what railroads should be put together to keep open existing 
routes and chanaels of trade and competition preserved as 
a as possible. It provided for a tentative and a complete 
plan. 

The tentative plan was agreed on and made public on 
August 3, 1921. The tentative plan was relatively an easy 
task because it was made on broad lines and covered mainly 
Class I lines. The troubles of the short and weak lines were 
among the things that had caused Congress to take steps 
to bring about systems commensurate with the size of the 
country and its business, having a revenue derived from 
many instead of only a relatively few commodities and, 
therefore, able to have costs of transportation and freight 
rates about the same. They, however, were not dealt with 
in the tentative plan. Twenty systems were planned. 


Commission Encounters Troubles 


The taking of testimony and the hearing of arguments 
on the complete or permanent plan to which consolidations 
were to conform was completed early in 1924. After work- 
ing on the complete plan for a year the Commission wrote 
to the Senate committee on interstate commerce saying that 
a majority of its members had been impelled to the belief 
that results as good and, perhaps, better, were likely to be 
accomplished, with less loss of time if the process of con- 
solidation were permitted to develop, under the guidance 
of the Commission, in a more normal way, than under the 
complete plan requirement. It asked for legislation per- 
mitting consolidation to develop “in a more normal way.” 
Requests for repeal of the plan requirement were repeated in 
its annual reports for several years. Proposals to change 
the law so as to allow voluntary consolidations—that is, 
consolidations not in conformity with a complete plan— 
have been made in Congress without result. Recently senti- 
ment has developed among a number of the commissioners 
in favor of preparation of a plan as required by the law. 

Commissioner Henry C. Hall and his staff, while Mr. 
Hall was in office, worked on the complete plan with no 
more success than the average man has in working on the 
Chinese puzzle. However, when he came into office, Com- 
missioner Porter inherited the work Mr. Hall had not been 
able to complete, and set to work on the plan. It is 
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UNITED STATES f 


Universal Transcontinental Freight Service 
Trans-Continental Freight Company 
Universal Terminal Warehouse Co. 


Baldwin Universal Co. 


Universal Carload L 


UNIVERSAL 


A QUEST 


To make money is the ultimate purpose of any business 
enterprise. Today, however, immediate: profit is of sec 
ondary consideration, that is, if you are to be permanently 
successful. 


The primary object is to give the consumer a degree of 
service from your product and a feeling of good value 
received that makes a willing purchaser. 


One or more of the above companisgpin 
Atlanta Cincinnati 

Baltimore Cleveland El Paso Hoboken , 
Beloit Columbus Erie Houston ;% Lon 
Boston Dallas Fargo Indianapolis Las: 
Bridgeport Dayton Fort Wayne Jersey City 

Brooklyn Denver Fort Worth Kalamazoo 

Buffalo Des Moines Green Bay Kansas City 

Camden Detroit Grand Rapids Laporte 

Chicago i E. Liverpool Hartford } Kenosha 
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EIGHT COMPANY 


Universal Carloading & Distributing Co. of Texas 


Nicholson Universal Steamship Company 
Overland Package Freight Service 
Newtex Steamship Corporation | 
Distributing Co. 


= UNTYERSAL 


It is then that you commence to build the good will that 
eventually leads you to the profit we all must have to 
continue in business. 


POLICY 


It is the policy of the United States Freight Company to 
offer through each of its subsidiary companies, the very best 
of service in each phase of transportation represented, at 
rates that are as low as possible consistent with permanent 
and efficient operation. 


dmein an office in the following cities: 


San Antonio 
108 New York Portland San Francisco 
nf Oakland Pueblo Seattle 


} Oklahoma City Quincy South Bend 

u Omaha Rochester Spokane 
Passaic Saginaw Springfield 
Perth Amboy St. Louis Stockton 
Philadelphia St. Paul Syracuse 
Pittsburgh Salt Lake City Toledo 
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understood that he has made such progress that he is now 
circulating a plan for suggestions from his colleagues. There 
is therefore an expectation that a complete plan will be adopted 
in accordance with the mandate of Congress. 

Even before the consolidation legislation was enacted there 
were eighteen or twenty systems loosely knit that carried more 
than 80 per cent of the traffic of the country and received a 
large part of the money paid by the American people for trans- 
portation by rail. They have become more closely knit under 
the acquisition-of-control method of unification. They have 
added mileage to themselves and have lost the fear of the anti- 
trust statues because what they have done toward unification 
has had the approval of the government as being good for the 
American people, notwithstanding the anti-trust laws. The 
latter are reminders of the time when mergers or consolidation 
of railroads were regarded as inimical to the public interest. 
At one time early in the history of American railroads that 
sentiment was so strong that state legislatures even forbade 
railroads to use the same stations. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended April 20 totaled 
1,004,156 cars, according to the car service division of the 
American Railway Association. This was the first time so far 
this year that loading of revenue freight has exceeded the mil- 
lion-car mark in any one week, being an increase of 32,426 cars 
over the preceding week this year. All commodities showed 
increases over the week before except forest products and mer- 
chandise less than carload lot freight. 

Compared with the corresponding week last year, loading 
of revenue freight for the week was an increase of 58,867 cars, 
and = increase of 53,611 cars above the corresponding week 
in 1927. 

Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
a for the corresponding period of 1928 was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,292 and 5,648; live 
stock, 2,156 and 2,357; coal, 38,645 and 36,569; coke, 3,027 and 2,140; 
forest products, 3,641 and 3,823; ore, 2,089 and 1,042; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 72,749 and 69,954; miscellaneous, 106,235 and 99,184; total, 
1929, 233,834; 1928, 220,717; 1927, 221,614. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 2,584 and 2,505; 
live stock, 1,793 and 1,889; coal, 40,695 and 39,266; coke, 56,864 and 
5,234; forest products, 2,948 and 2,821; ore, 3,598 and 2,275; merchan- 

ise, L. C. L., 56,203 and 55,340; miscellaneous, 93,182 and 89,684; 
total, 1929, 206,867; 1928, 199,014; 1927, 198,257. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 179 and 207; live 
stock, 74 and 80; coal, 37,053 and 34,520; coke, 395 and 351; forest 
products, 1,682 and 1,718; ore, 121 and 188; merchandise, L. C. L., 
7,577 and 7,656; miscellaneous, 8,859 and 8,359; total, 1929, 55,940; 1928, 
53,079; 1927, 59,234. . 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,913 and 3,723; 
live stock, 1,499 and 1,682; coal, 18,953 and 22,169; coke, 580 and 588; 
forest products, 21,883 and 20,680; ore, 1,281 and 997; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 41,123 and 41,485; miscellaneous, 65,013 and 59,445; total, 1929, 
154,245; 1928, 150,769; 1927, 154,022. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 8,901 and 10,853; 
live stock, 6,623 and 7,149; coal, 4,130 and 4,891; coke, 1,472 and 1,477; 
forest products, 18,642 and 17,198; ore, 18,331 and 1,160; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 33,486 and $83,629; miscellaneous, 41,531 and 36,719; total, 
1929, 133,116; 1928, 113,076; 1927, 128,809. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 10,924 and 
11,184; live stock, 11,468 and 10,861; coal, 9,819 and 8,521; coke, 283 
and 333; forest products, 11,226 and 10,843; ore, 4,359 and 3,156; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 35,530 and 34,640; miscellaneous, 55,139 and 52,025; 
total, 1939, 138,748; 1928, 181,563; 1927, 124,244. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 4,917 and 5,475; 
live stock, 4,384 and 3,553; coal, 3,643 and 3,084; coke, 102 and 124; 
forest products, 8,612 and 8,278; ore, 528 and 368; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 16,865 and 16,744; miscellaneous, 42,355 and 39,445; total, 1929, 
81,406; 1928, 77,071; 1927, 64,365. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 36,710 and 39,595; 
live stock, 27,997 and 27,571; coal, 152,938 and 149,020; coke, 11,723 and 
10,247; forest products, 68,634 and 61; ore, 30,307 and 9,186; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 263,533 and 259,448; miscellaneous, 412,314 and 
384,861; total, 1929, 1,004,156; 1928, 945,289; 1927, 950,545. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1929 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 


1928 
3,448,895 
3,590,742 
4,752,559 

919,352 
912,659 
945,289 


14,569,496 


INCREASE IN RAIL MILEAGE 


Operated route miles of all American railroads in 1927 
totaled 259,639, as compared with 253,470 in 1913 and 259,211 in 
1916, according to the survey of the National Bureau of Eco- 
nomic Research that will be published with the report of the 
committee on recent economic changes of President Hoover’s 
unemployment conference. 

Since 1916 additions to route mileage have been offset by 
mileage abandoned, it is stated, but big gains in total trackage 
are noted. 

“When the total track miles are considered instead of route 


Four weeks in January 
Four weeks in February 
Five weeks in March 
Week ended April 
Week ended April 13 
Week ended April 20 


971,730 
1,004,156 


15,078,930 


949,561 
950,545 


15,395,138 
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miles or miles of first track the changes are more significant» 
says Professor William J. Cunningham, J. J. Hill Professor og 
transportation at Harvard University, who supervised the Gather. 
ing of the data on railroads, 

“The total track miles in 1913 were 379,508. Since th 
there has been a steady increase, notwithstanding logges by 
abandonment. The total in 1927 was 424,737. 

“The miles of first track in 1926 were practically the same 
as in 1920. The greatest gain in trackage has been in 
and other multiple running tracks, but a similar increase, } 
in amount but somewhat smaller relatively, is noted in miles y 
yard tracks and sidings. These figures indicate that the raj} 
route miles are now fairly adequate for transportation pn 
especially in view of highway competition, and that the netwoy;, 
of rail lines is not likely to expand in the future as it hag 
the past. 

“But it is likely that there will be a continuous need for t, 
enlargement of capacity of existing lines by the constructig, 
of additional running tracks and sidings, and the enlargemey 
and improvement of terminals. The limiting point in the trafic 
carrying capacity of the typical railway has been and still is 
its terminals. A large part of the recent expenditures for capital 
improvements has been devoted to terminal improvements,” 


COMMODITY STATISTICS 


Freight commodity statistics for the fourth quarter of 194 
and for 1929, compiled by the bureau of statistics of the Con. 
mission, for the United States as a whole, follow: 


FOURTH QUARTER 


Tons 

originated 4th 
Quarter, 1928 
40,924,424 
6,994,293 
188,605,169 
23,668,188 
76,819,160 

9,465,158 


346,476,392 


Commodity Group 
Products of agriculture 
Animals and products 
Products of mines 
Products of forests 
Manufactures and miscellaneous 
All L. C. L. freight 


Tons 
originated, 12 
months ended 

Dec., 1928 
117,933,805 
25,631.434 
695,179,857 
96,715,605 
309,880,619 
36,887,893 


1,282,229,213 


Commodity Group 
Products of agriculture 
Animals and products 
Products of mines 
Products of forests 
Manufactures and miscellaneous 
All L. C. L. freight 


*Decrease 


LIVE STOCK SITUATION FAVORABLE 


“The live stock situation continues generally favorable fo 
producers,” according to a statement of the Department 
Agriculture, based on a report of its Bureau of Agricultu 
Economists. 

“Cattlemen in the west had a long, hard winter, but t& 
ranges are showing grass once more and the cattle 
braced up last month in marked contrast to the winter's wel 
ness. Prices of stocker and feeder cattle and low-gmlt 
slaughter cattle are reported to be near the highest levels # 
record. 

“The lamb market continues at a high level, promising th 
second-highest average price for fed lambs since the world Wal. 
But the wool market has been weak recently and growers # 
disturbed at the failure of buyers to offer advance contracts 
for this season’s clip. The market supply of hogs since 
ruary 1 has been much smaller than last year’s supply ant 
prices are much higher. Corn prices have declined lately, ® 
that the corn-hog ratio is now favorable for feeders.” ' 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
April 8-14, inclusive, was 258,253, as compared with 27138 
cars in the preceding period, according to the car service 
sion of the American Railway Association. No shortage we 
reported. The surplus was made up as follows: 

tots! 


Box, 79,371; ventilated box, 275; auto and furniture, 7,018; 
box, 20°66; fat, 6.024; gondola, 66,961; hopper, 67,328; total 
124,289; ‘coke, 951; S. D. stock, 22,501; D. D. stock, 4,387; refrigerai® 
11,996; tank, 226; miscelianeous, 1,215. 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 13,334 cars, na 
of 12,000 box, 750 S. D. stock, 350 refrigerator and 244 


laneous cars. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publish bee St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 


LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


p 
471. 


storage of goods.—Ibid. 


BseXSR2SS Sse FLeastks BTS Fats 


 @ (1)—Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Mars et al., 14 S. W. Rep. (2d) 
ver 877. 
Ine In action for injury to cattle shipped in part to destination 
~ outside state and in part to destination in state, but reconsigned 
1! to destination outside state, judgment against original carrier for 
8 injury to cattle while en route to destination outside state must 
; be-reversed and remanded as to entire shipment, where there 
1 was no means of telling how many cattle injured were in cars 
HM destined for point in state and how many were in cars destined 
T for point outside state.—Ibid. 

Amendment of 1926 to interstate commerce act, 49 USCA, 
t sec, 20 (11), imposing liability in case of property reconsigned 
el or diverted, held inapplicable to shipment made prior to passage 
vet of amendment.—Ibid. 
ne Where judgment was rendered in part for defendant and in 
sn part for plaintiff, from which defendant appealed, but no appeal 
10! was perfected as to portion of judgment favoring defendant, such 
1 portion of judgment must be affirmed.—Ibid. 
. DELIVERY TO CARRIER FOR TRANSPORTATION 
AM (Court of Civil Appeals of Texas, Galveston.) A carrier is 
“t not liable as an insurer of goods to be shipped until complete 


delivery thereof is made to it and in some manner accepted by 
it for shipment.—Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Terrell Bros., 14 


8. W. Rep. (2d) 903. 


Until shipping directions are given to the carrier, no com- 
plete delivery for immediate shipment is made, and in such case _ 


catrier has not become insurer of such shipment.—Ibid. 


eteseSe f2=5 


had been given railroad.—Ibid. 
TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES 


Beseseer 


E. Rep, 151. 


Vides 


BEE 8385 


tes 








(District Court of Appeal, Second District, Division 1, Cali- 
fornia.) Finding containing certain general facts as found to be 
true, guarded by statement “Except as otherwise herein ex- 
ressly found,” was not contradictory to other findings.—Price 
et ux. vs. Hollywood Auto Transfer & Storage Co., 275 Pac, Rep. 


Finding, in action against one agreeing to store and trans- 
port furniture, to recover for damage to furniture caused by 
negligence in improper and careless packing, held not to estab- 
lish that liability of defendant was limited, except as applying to 


(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas, Fort Worth.) Where cat- 
tle shipped over defendant’s road were originally consigned to 
point in state and there was no notation on bill of lading indi- 
cating purpose of shipper to have cars reconsigned at destina- 
tion in state for point outside state, and evidence tended to show 
N24 that shipment between points in state was complete transaction 
1: and that obligations of carrier were at an end on delivery of 
cars to destination in state, reconsignment of shipment after 
reaching destination in state to point outside state did not revive 
or continue obligations of original carrier under 49 USCA, sec. 20 


Where cotton was placed in car at nonagency station three 
days before car was to be taken up by railroad without any 
notice to railroad that it was so placed, and cotton was destroyed 
Without any negligence of railroad, held, that there had been no 
complete delivery of cotton for immediate shipment rendering 
Tailroad liable for loss, since no sufficient shipping instructions 


(Court of Appeals of Georgia, Division No. 2.) Where tele- 
graph company accepts message for transmission to person at 
designated house and street number, and collects charges there- 
for, but fails to inform sender that it will not be delivered free 
because place is beyond free delivery zone, telegraph company 
¥ such conduct is negligent and estopped from setting up rule 
excluding from free delivery telegrams beyond certain distance 
from office but further providing for delivery of message for 
extra charge—Brown vs. Western Union Telegraph Co., 147 S. 


Where telegraph company accepts message for transmission 

and collects charges therefor, directed to person at designated 
t and house number, but fails to inform sender that mes- 
sage will not be delivered free because place to which it is 
ed is more than mile from telegraph office, but rule pro- 
for delivery at sender’s request on payment of extra charge, 
“staph company is estopped from setting up rule to relieve it 
m liability for negligence, though sender may know sendee’s 
is more than mile beyond office of telegraph company. 


Federal rule, which prevents waiver or estoppel by public 
Corporation where such waiver or estoppel operates to 
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give preference or to effect discrimination, does not prevent cor- 
poration from becoming estopped by reason of its own negligence 
or bad faith from asserting contract right or from relying on 
valid rule or regulation of corporation governing conduct of its 
business.—Ibid. 

In suit ex delicto by sender of interstate message against 
telegraph company, in which petition prayed for nominal dam- 
ages for failure by defendant to deliver message to person to 
whom it was addressed, where evidence authorized verdict for 
sender in nominal damages, court erred in awarding nonsuit 
under Civ. Code 1910, sec. 4502.—Ibid. 

Whether rule relieving telegraph company from free deliv- 
ery of telegraph messages beyond certain territorial limits was 
rule adopted by Interstate Commerce Commission is not pre- 
sented in action against telegraph company by sender to recover 
damages for failure to deliver interstate message, where evi- 
dence failed to disclose promulgation of such rule by Commis- 
sion.—Ibid. 


Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Delaware.) Common carrier’s “common- 
law lien” is merely the right to hold consignee’s cargo until 
payment is made for the work of transporting it.—State for Use 
of Pennsylvania R. Co. vs. Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., 145 Atl. 
Rep. 172. 

(District Court, N. D. California, S. D.) Carriers have no 
right to receive what would be deemed a fair return on a par- 
ticular class of freight, independently of their other business or 
any other consideration, particularly in view of Joint Resolution 
Jan. 30, 1925 (49 USCA, sec. 55)—Ann Arbor R. Co. et al. vs. 
United States et al., 30 Fed. Rep. (2d) 940. 

(Circuit Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit.) Right of carriers 
to assess and collect demurrage at initial points existed at com- 
mon law, and still exists, subject to regulation by Interstate 
Commerce Commission.—Krauss Bros. Lumber Co. vs. Mellon, 
Agent, etc., et al., 30 Fed. (2d) 901. 

Route that is embargoed against certain traffic cannot be 
said to be available to shippers tendering such traffic.—Ibid. 

Rule that demurrage for delay at points of reconsignment is 
not collectible, under railroad tariffs eontaining no restrictions 
against reconsignment to embargo points, held inapplicable in 
favor of shipper who, at time of original shipment, knew of 
existing embargo at destination and consigned first to interme- 
diate point with intention from beginning to evade embargo.— 
Ibid. 

In action against railroad carriers to recover charges col- 
lected as demurrage, District Court held authorized to find facts 
by motion of each side for directed verdict.—Ibid. 

Where District Court was authorized to find facts by motion 
of each side for directed verdict, its judgment should not be re- 
versed if there is any substantial evidence to support it.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Idaho.) Connecting carrier was not 
liable to shipper for any loss or damage not incurred by it, though 
subsequent bills of lading were issued on reshipment.—Camp- 
bell vs. Oregon Short Line R. Co., 275 Pac. Rep. 576. 


Pleading, in action against railroad to recover freight over- 
charges, alleging contract under subsequent bill of lading which 
did not supersede original bill of lading or interstate shipment, 
was insufficient.—Ibid. 


Shipper was not entitled to recover freight overcharges, in 
absence of proof that cars actually shipped to destination after 
stoppage in transit actually belonged to original interstate ship- 
ment.—Ibid. 

Shipper was not entitled to recover return transportation, 
pursuant to bills of lading providing for return transportation on 
surrender of contract, without proof of demand for return ticket 
at destination or surrender of contracts or offer to do so at 
destination.—Ibid. 

(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas, Beaumont.) In action by 
shipper to recover overcharge of freight paid on shipments of 
gravel based on weights computed by weighing gravel on rail- 
road scales, shipper held to have sustained burden of showing 
that weights furnished by one from whom he obtained gravel 
were incorrect, and that scales of railroad, which railroad is 
required to keep in correct condition, under Pen. Code 1925, art. 
1686, were correct, entitling it to judgment for overcharge.— 
Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. So. vs. Minton, 14 S. W. Rep. (2d) 888. 

Provision of 49 USCA, sec. 101, that carrier may, by inserting 
in bill of lading the words “shipper’s weight, load and count,” or 
other words of like purport, absolve itself from Hiability for 
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{improper loading, or nonreceipt or misdescription of goods, has 
no application to claim by shipper for recovery of overcharge of 
freight, where it does not appear what notations, if any, were 
made on bill of lading, or that any bill of ladiing other than 
freight bills or waybills were issued.—lIbid. 

49 USCA, sec. 101, providing that carrier, by inserting in bill 
of lading words “shipper’s weight, load and count,” or other 
words of like purport, may absolve itself from liability for im- 
proper loading, on nonreceipt or misdescription of goods, does 
not relieve carrier from liability for overcharge of freight, since 
carrier can collect from shipper only for actual weight of com- 
modity shipped.—Ibid. 


SUPREME COURT ACTION 


The Supreme Court of the United States will review the 
decision of the Court of Claims against the Luckenbach Steam- 
ship Company in No. 764, Luckenbach Steamship Co. vs. United 
States, involving the question of whether or not Panama Canal 
zone ports are foreign ports, in connection with payment for 
transportation of the mails. (See Traffic World, April 27, p. 
1024, “Are Canal Zone Ports Foreign?”) The steamship com- 
pany’s petition for a writ of certiorari was granted April 29. 

A petition for a writ of certiorari to the U. S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals, fourth circuit, was denied in No. 798, State of North 
Carolina, through Dennis G. Brummitt, its attorney-general, in- 
tervener, petitioner, vs. Southern Railway Co. and Atlantic & 
Yadkin Railway Co. The state sought review of a decision of 
the Court of Appeals the effect of which was to prevent the 
state from intervening in a suit instituted by the Southern 
against the Atlantic & Yadkin for the appointment of receivers 
for the latter. The Southern owned the stock of the A. & Y. 
The state, through its bill of intervention, sought to have the 
court exclude the Southern from bidding at a public sale of 
the A. & Y. property, or from allowing the Southern to “again 
acquire control and domination over this property by with- 
drawing its original petition asking for a receiver, or by any 
other means.” 

In No. 790, Mrs. T. H. Watson, administratrix, petitioner, 
vs. Georgia Southern & Florida, a personal injury case, the 
court denied a petition for a writ of certiorari to the Supreme 
Court of Georgia. 

In Original 19, Ex Parte, Atlantic Coast Line, petitioner, 
in which the A. C. L. filed a petition for a writ of mandamus 
directing Judge William B. Sheppard, for the federal district 
for northern Florida, to call together a three-judge court to try 
the case involving Florida saw-log rates, the Supreme Court 
has ordered that opportunity be given to the Atlantic Coast 
Line to show cause, returnable Monday, May 13, why the sug: 
gestion of respondent that the petition be dismissed for the 
reason that the case has become moot should not be adopted. 


COMMISSION ESTABLISHES BAR 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The long-discussed bar or register of persons entitled to 
practice before the Commission will be established on July 1. 
Two classes of persons will be admitted to the register of 
eligibles. The first is of attorneys at law. The other is of 
persons not attorneys at law but qualified by legal and tech- 
nical attainments to “render valuable service before the Com- 
mission and is otherwise competent to advise and assist in the 
presentation of matters before the Commission.” Notice to 
that effect has been given to all those interested. 

Immediately after the notice was given attorneys attending 
the arguments in the Hoch-Smith petroleum investigation took 
steps looking to the holding of a meeting about the time the 
Hoch-Smith grain case is argued to take whatever action they 
may deem desirable in respect of the rules put out by the 
Commission at the time it gave its notice. The action of the 
Commission met the approval of the attorneys in that case. 

Efforts to set a standard to be met by those practicing be- 
fore the Commission have been made sporadically for twenty- 
odd years. The matter was taken up seriously by the Com- 
mission about eight months ago and discussed in the con- 
ferences held by commissioners on various matters before 
them. Practitioners before the Commission were sounded on 
the advisability of such action. The responses, generally, were 
in favor of the course pursued. 

The Commission’s notice in the matter and the rules of 
practice that are to go into effect on July 1 follow: 


Attention is called to the following additions to the rules of prac- 
tice of the Commission, rules 1-A and 1-B, effective July 1, 1929: 

Rule 1-A. Personal appearances: 

Any individual or member of a partnership which is a party to 
any proceeding may appear for himself or such partnership upon 
adequate identification and a corporation or association ma rep- 
resented by a bona fide officer upon permission no in the 
discretion of the presiding commissioner or examiner. 

Rule 1-B. Admission to practice: 

Commencing July 1, 1929, a register will be maintained by the 
Commission in which will be entered the names of all persons en- 
titled to practice before the Commission. Corporations and firms 
will not be admitted or recognized 
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The following classes of ae whom the Commission finds, 
upon consideration of their applications, to be of good moral charagte 
and to possess the requisite qualifications to represent other may », 
admitted to practice before the Commission. 


(a) Attorneys at law who are admitted to practice before th, 


‘Supreme Court of the United States or the highest court of any state 


or territory or the District of Columbia. 

(b) Any person not an attorney at law who is a citizen or resident 
of the United States and who shall file proof to the satisfactio, 
of the Commission that he is possessed of the necessary legal an 
technical qualifications to enable him to render valuable service be- 
fore the Commission and is otherwise competent to advise ang ag. 
sist in the — of matters before the Commission, 

An application under oath for admission to practice shall ph, 
addressed to the Commission, Washington, D. C., and must stat, 
the name, residence address, and business address of the applicant, 
and the time and place of his admission to the bar, or the nature 
of his qualifications, Such application shall also state whether th, 
applicant has ever been suspended or disbarred as an attorney {y 
any court, or his right to practice suspended or revoked in any 
jurisdiction. Such applications shall be accompanied by a certificate 
of the clerk of the court in which the applicant is admitted t, 
practice to the effect that he has been so admitted and is in goog 
standing; or a certificate by three or more registered practitioner 
to the effect that the applicant possesses all the requisite qualifies. 
tions under this rule, and moving and recommending that he be ag. 
mitted to practice under this rule. 

Upon being admitted, each applicant shall subscribe to the {o). 
lowing oath or affirmation, viz.: 

I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will demean my. 
self, as a practitioner before this Commission, uprightly, and ap. 
cording to law; and that I will support the constitution of the United 
States. 

The Commission may, in its discretion, deny admission, suspend, 
or disbar any person who, it finds, does not possess the requisite 
qualifications to represent others, or is lacking in character, jp. 
tegrity, or proper professional conduct. Any person who has 
admitted to practice may be disbarred only after he is afforded ap 
opportunity to be heard. ; 

Blank forms of applications for admission may be obtained upon 
application to the Secretary. Applicants should state whether they 
qualify under paragraph (a) or paragraph (b) of rule 1-B. 


James Garfield, representing the New England carriers ip 
the Hoch-Smith petroleum argument, was the first to file his 
application for admission to the Commission’s register of prac. 
titioners before it. He procured a certificate from the Supreme 
Court of the United States that he was a member of its bar 
in addition to filling out the application form prescribed by the 
Commission and filed both early on May 2. 

James F. Lawrence, the mid-continent refiners’ attorney in 
the same case, suggested to his colleagues the calling of a meet: 
ing of those who had filed applications with the Commission for 
admission, about July 4, to be held at French Lick Springs, 
Ind., with a view to forming a bar association similar to the 
American Bar Association. His idea was that the practitioners 
before the Commission should have an organization ready and 
prepared to cooperate with the Commission in carrying out its 
idea for the prescription of qualifications of those desiring to 
practice before it. He pointed out that while it would b 
national in scope it would be to the Commission what local 
bar associations were to the courts in the states and counties. 


REFRIGERATION CHARGES SUIT 


The Commission has been advised that the three judge court 
convened at Richmond, Va., to hear the application of the 
affected southern lines for an injunction forbidding the enforce 
ment of the Commission’s order reducing charges for the refrig: 
eration of fruits, berries and melons from the south, has denied 
the prayer of the railroads. (See Traffic World, April 20, page 
964). The Commission’s order now bears May 15 as the effective 
date. The understanding is that the railroads will take a 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The court in denying the application of the carriers for a 
injunction approved the method used by the Commission i 
arriving at the amount it should allow the railroads for “haulag 
of ice” in the bunkers of the refrigerator cars. The Commissio 
allowed the carriers nothing for that service except for the 
additional expenses incurred on the ground that the linehall 
rates took care of the ordinary transportation expenses. It 
allowed 1.65 mills per ton-mile for that service plus a small 
profit per car. The carriers said the allowance should have bet 
at least 3 mills, thereby increasing the amount to be ¢ 
by about $6 per car. 

Judge Groner, author of the court’s opinion, said that the 
North Dakota lignite case, Northern Pacific vs. North 
236 U. S. 585, cited by the railroads, did not show anything 
the court persuasive on the point in issue in this case. 


TAX REFUND TO SOO LINE 


An overassessment of income tax against the Minneapolis. 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company amounting 
$178,076.28 for 1920 has been determined by the Bureau of In 
ternal Revenue. The overassessment, according to the bureal, 
was caused by the settlement made with the carrier bY tbe 
government for the guaranty period following the termination 
of federal control, allowance of a deduction from the reported 
income for a liability incurred in 1920 but the exact amous! 
of which was not finally determined until a subsequent ye 
and allowance of an increased deduction for amortization 
count on bonds maturing serially. Of the total over ihe 
$111,644.29 was refunded and the balance was credited t0 
carrier. 
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The Longest Icebox in the World 


The Pennsylvania participated in the transportation 


of more than 28% of all the fresh fruits and vegetables handled 
by Class 1 Railroads in the United States 


HE value of the combined fruit and 

vegetable crop of the country has 
reached the astounding total of more 
than one and a half billion dollars. It 
has become one of the nation’s major 
industries. 

Cooperation has made possible this 
amazing growth—friendly cooperation 
between the producers, the distributors, 
and the railroads. 

The transportation of “ perishables” 
has long been a Pennsylvania specialty. 
Its refrigerator trains, running daily over 
its 28,000 miles of track, constitute the 

longest ice-box in the world.” The 
fact that this is so—that it now hauls 
so large a proportion of the fresh fruits 
and vegetables in the United States— 
is attributable to certain definite ad- 
vantages of Pennsylvania service: 


7 ADVANTAGES 
that prove the dollars and cents 
value of shipping ‘via Pennsylvania”’ 


1. More big markets are tapped by the 
Pennsylvania than by any other rail- 
toad. This means ease of “diversion” 
to the market where the best prices are 
ruling—less spoilage due to long waits— 


frequently the difference between profit 
and loss on a shipmert. 


2. The Pennsylvania carries more 
perishable produce to the larger markets 
of the East and North than any other 
railroad. This means that most of the 
buyers in these centers gather at the 
Pennsylvania Produce Terminals. Where 
the buyers gather, the market is made. 


3. The Pennsylvania operates more 
through trains for perishables to East- 
ern markets than any other railroad. 
This means less spoilage because of 
fewer lay-overs en route. 


4. The Pennsylvania Railroad has the 
largest and most modern produce ter- 
minal facilities. This means the greatest 

ossible care of your shipment and the 
cont market. 


5. A system of “passing reports” en- 
ables shippers to divert goods in transit 
to markets where demand is greatest. 


6. Pennsylvania produce trains are 
reliable and run on schedules punctually 
maintained. 

7. Icing stations, properly located, 
make it possible to keep fruits and vege- 
tables always fresh in transit. 


IN THE PENNSYLVANIA’S - famous fleet 
‘*The Limiteds of the Freight Service’’ 
are many which carry perishables. Here 
are six leaders of the fleet: 


THE PACKER Perishable Fréight 
Chicago to Seaboard Cities 


UNCLE SAM Perishable Freight 
St. Louis to Seaboard Cities 


THE ORIOLE Perishable Freight 
(From Southern States) 
Washington to New York 


UNCLE REMUS Perishable Freight 
(From Southern States) 
Washington to Boston 


LIGHTFOOT Perishable Freight 
Columbus to Chicago 


THE RELIABLE Perishable— — 
Merchandise 
Chicago to Columbus 





PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 
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CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Repeal of the Hoch-Smith resolution, if the Supreme Court 
of the United States should affirm the interpretation of the Com- 
mission as to the resolution requiring consideration of the con- 
dition of each industry at any given time in making rates or if 
the resolution should be construed as congressional rate mak- 
ing, was favored by the round table conference of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the United States on government influence on 
transportation held April 30 in connection with the annual con- 
vention of. the Chamber. 

The resolution proposed by the committee on railroads, of 
which: Charles W. Lonsdale, of Kansas City, Mo., is chairman, 
as the result of its study of the Hoch-Smith resolution, did not 
call for repeal of that resolution, but the committee’s report 
did favor repeal if the resolution were construed as indicated. 
When the motion was made for adoption of the committee’s 
resolution, R. C. Fulbright, a member of the committee, made 
the point that there was no reference to repeal in the resolution 
and said he was not quite willing to pin his faith to the com- 
mittee resolution. Therefore he moved that the report and the 
committee resolution be adopted as a whole and that was done. 

The committee’s resolution on rate making follows: 


The power given to Congress in the constitution to regulate in- 
terstate commerce includes the power to regulate railway rates. 
Congress can either exercise the rate making power directly or 
delegate it to the Interstate Commerce Commission or some other 
agency to exercise. The power of Congress could, of course, be used 
to abolish the Interstate Commerce Commission, if Congress deemed 
this desirable. 

We believe, however, that Congress acted with wisdom and 
statesmanship when it created the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and delegated to it, as an impartial and expert body which would 
be informed by investigation, study and experience, the function 
and duty of regulating railway rates. 

Congress having created such a body for such a purpose, and 
having defined in the Interstate Commerce Act the broad principles 
that shall be applied by the Commission in using its power of 
rate making, we regard it as unwise and contrary to sound public 
policy for Congress either to fix rates itself or to give to the Com- 
mission detailed instructions as to the way in which the Commission 
shall apply the rate making principles defined in the law. The Com- 
mission should be permitted to continue to regulate rates in accord- 
ance with its own expert knowledge and judgment as to the way 
in which the rate making principles defined in the law should be 
applied in each particular case, and as to the relations that should 
be established between the rates paid by differetn sections of the 
country and different branches of industry and commerce. 

It is a long established principle of rate making that considera- 
tion should be given to the condition of the various industries so 
that rates may be fair and not discriminatory and that goods may 
move freely in commerce. Reasonable stability in the rate struc- 
ture is, however, of great importance. Constant change and un- 
certainty damage business and retard development to the detriment 
of the national welfare. We believe, therefore, that in the read- 
justment of rates conditions inherent in the several industries and 
branches of commerce should be considered, and that the rate making 
authority should not attempt to relieve temporary depressions. 

We believe that the Interstate Commerce Commission should 
ascertain what inequalities or discriminations exist in rates, and 
issue such orders as may be necessary to remedy such inequalities 
and discriminations. We believe that such investigations as have 
already been begun under the Hoch-Smith resolution should be com- 
pleted, leaving the Commission free to make such further investiga- 
tions as they may find necessary in fixing just rates. 

We believe that special consideration should be given to freight 
rates upon the products of agriculture in order that agriculture may 
be given the benefit of any readjustments favorable to it which the 
a in the exercise of its own judgment, may decide should 

e made. 

We are strongly of the opinion, however, that the purpose of 
any general readjustment of rates that may be made, and of all 
regulation of rates, should be to distribute transportation costs 
equitably between all industries and territories and to assure the 
provision of adequate transportation, and that in no other way can 
the government’s power of rate regulation be so exercised as to 
promote the national welfare. 


Views on Hoch-Smith 


Mr. Fulbright reviewed proceedings of the committee in 
connection with its study of the Hoch-Smith resolution. Some 
of the committee members felt, said he, that the matter could 
be disposed of by calling for repeal of the resolution. Repre- 
sentatives of agricultural interests heard by the committee, 
however, said he, said they did not desire preference in the 
making of rates on farm products nor that rates be made on 
the basis of depression in the agricultural industry, but that 
what they desired under the resolution was a survey by the 
Commission to determine what discrimination there was against 
agriculture by reason of percentage increases in rates and to 
have such discrimination removed if the Commission found 
it to exist. 

If the resolution, however, were construed as a mandate 
to the Commission to make rates, based not on transportation 
conditions, not on what the traffic would reasonably bear, but 
to fit economic conditions of an industry at a particular time— 
then “our farmer friends, under such interpretation of the 
resolution, felt it should be repealed,” said Mr. Fulbright. It 
was unanimously agreed, said he, that if the resolution should 
be so interpreted, the resolution should be repealed. He said 
the Commission had in effect held that the resolution had 
changed the law and that that interpretation was now before 
the Supreme Court in the California deciduous fruit case. 
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If the resolution should be interpreted as not Changing the 
standards of rate making that prevailed before its enactment, 
said he, it was felt that it was not necessary to repeal the 
resolution, because, in that event, the resolution called simply 
for a general investigation such as the Commission had the. 
power to make before the resolution was approved. 

Samuel O. Dunn, editor of the Railway Age, said the com. 
mittee’s resolution was of very great importance in one regpegt 
—that it emphatically expressed the view that Congress should 
not engage in rate making itself or give such detailed instruc. 
tions to the Commission as to principles as to amount prag. 
tically to congressional rate making. He said there had beep 
a growing tendency in Congress to interfere with the Commis. 
sion or to influence its decisions in cases. He referred to bills 
proposing repeal of the surcharge on travel in parlor and sleep. 
ing cars. He said these movements to dictate, to interfere with 
the Commission in the exercise of its proper functions were 
the “greatest existing menace to the future of a constructive, 
sound, fair policy of regulation in this country.” He said the 
issue was not only a matter of great importance to the railroads 
but to the business interests of the country as well. 

Mr. Lonsdale, voicing approval of what Mr. Dunn had said, 
said congressional interference prevented unbiased decisions 
coming from the Commission. 


Repeal Favored by Farmer 


D. H. Barger, farmer of Shawsville, Va., declared that, “as 
a farmer, I am absolutely opposed to the Hoch-Smith resolution,” 
He said he thought it was an impracticable proposition—one 
that would ultimately lead to chaos—and that he favored its 
repeal. He disagreed with the Commission’s interpretation of 
the resolution and discussed it in the light of developments in 
the lake cargo coal cases. 

J. P. Haynes, executive vice-president of the Chicago Aszgo- 
ciation of Commerce, said the view of his organization was 
that the Hoch-Smith resolution was nothing more than a po 
litical gesture and that the “ideal situation would be repeal 
of it.” Until Congress had done something for the farmer in 
the way of farm relief legislation, however, he thought it would 
be impossible to obtain repeal. When Congress had done some 
thing, he thought, then would be the time to consider a move- 
ment for repeal. 

Referring to the proposed report in the Hoch-Smith grain 
case, Mr. Haynes said he thought the results as indicated by 
that report indicated what might be expected under the reso 
lution. He thought that probably nothing could be done about 
the resolution except to let it wash itself out. 

“Have you ever known Congress to make a_ mistake?” 
asked Mr. Barger. 

Before Mr. Haynes could answer, Fred W. Sargent, chair 
man of the transportation and communication department com- 
mittee of the Chamber, who presided, ruled to the effect that 
the question was so general in effect that it need not be 
answered. 

Merchant Marine Problems 

In opening the discussion on merchant marine problems, 
Mr. Lonsdale said American business was to be congratulated 
on the steps taken under the Jones-White shipping act to get 
the government out of the shipping business. 

Edwin H. Duff, Washington representative of the Americal 
Steamship Owners’ Association, said the Jones-White act had 
done more for the advancement of the American merchaut 
marine than any single act in the last fifty years. He referred 
to the ocean mail contracts under the act. He said while that 
part of the law had been of tremendous advantage to vessels 
carrying mail, the need of cargo or tramp vessels had not beet 
met and that it was hoped that something would be worked 
out for the aid of such ships. 

Malcolm M. Stewart, of the Middle West Foreign Trade 
Committee, offered a resolution, which was adopted, comment 
ing the Shipping Board for the action taken by it in transferring 
lines to private owners and recommending continuation of 
essential services until they could be sold. The resolutio 
stated that in the last five years the board had sold twenty 
lines out of thirty-eight; that the board would dispose of five 
additional lins in the near future, and that within twelve 0 
eighteen months the board probably would dispose of ten addi- 
tional lines. The resolution provided that aid be provided for 
vessels not benefited by the ocean mail provisions of the Jone 
White act. 

Mr. Lonsdale said the committee had been studying thé 
question of aid for tramp vessels. 

James H. MacLafferty, of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, made a plea for disposal by the governmell 
of the Panama Railroad Steamship Line. He said this 
competed with privately owned American lines. He also 
that aid be provided for ships not benefited by the Jones 
act. 


Henry C. Hunter, of New York, counsel for the Nationtl 
Council of American Shipbuilders, also spoke in favor of 
being provided for such ships. 

Emil Albrecht, of the Philadelphia Bourse, proposed that 
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THE POKER FLEET 


SAILS AGAIN 


THE famous Poker Fleet ships of the Min- 
nesota-Atlantic Transit Company—Steamers 
Ace, King, Queen, Jack and Ten—are again 
plowing their way through the lakes with 
that everlasting regularity that delights the 
shipper. 


Every forty-eight hours a Poker Fleet ship 
sails from Buffalo laden with the products of 
many eastern factories for delivery to points 
in the Northwest. And at the same time, a 
ship sails from Duluth loaded with flour and 
butter for the vast consuming markets of the 
East. From Buffalo to Duluth in only four 
days! From Detroit to Duluth in three days. 


Waterways are economical ways. A new rate 
card has just been published which shows the 
Lake and Rail savings from various points. 
Your copy is ready for you. Ask us for it 
or mail the coupon. 


Freight formerly 
shipped on the MAT 
Line via Port Huron 
should now be shipped 
via Detroit as the Port 
Huron stop has been 
discontinued. 


The S.S. Ace, of the 
Poker Fleet, was the 
first package freighter 
to reach Duluth from 
the lower lakes this 
year. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


24 HOURS 
from HOUSTON 
to NEW YORK 


While Others Dreamed Houston Built! 


Less than a year after the intrepid Lindbergh, 
by his historic flight, turned the attention of 
the world to the feasibility of air transporta- 
tion Houston completed one of the finest air- 
ports in the country. 


While other cities dreamed and planned great 
things for the future HOUSTON BUILT! 


AND NOW—to serve the growing demands 
of traffic and expedite the movement of mail 
and express Houston has 24-hour air-mail 
service to New York; “dawn-to-dusk” service 
to Chicago; and quick service to San Fran- 
cisco, Seattle, and Mexico City. 


Houston The Port Has Become Houston The Air-Port 


Traffic managers everywhere are invited to 
investigate the advantages that Port Houston, 
the Air-Port offers you. 


Send for Your copy of the 
Houston Port Book. You'll find 
it full of interesting informa- 
tion and IT’S FREE! 


MINNESOTA-ATLANTIC TRANSIT COMPANY 


A Division of the 
TERMINALS AND TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION 
OF AMERICA 
A. Mitten McDovuaatt, President 
Executive Offices: 1174 First National Bank, Detroit 


Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. 
1174 First National Bank, Address: 


Detroit, Mich. 
Send me your new rate card 


DIRECTOR of the PORT 


Fifth Floor, Courthouse 
HOUSTON TEXAS 
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the Shipping Board determine the difference in cost of opera- 
tion of American flag cargo boats and of foreign competitors, 
and that then it would be known how much of a straight sub- 
sidy was necessary to overcome merely the difference in cost of 
operation. 

Mr. Barger thought that either provisions of the La Follette 
seamen’s act should be modified or a straight subsidy should 
be granted. : 

M. J. Sanders, of New Orleans, said it was not clear as to 
what type of ships was being referred to in the discussion as 
to additional aid. Taking it to be meant that tramp cargo 
vessels were in mind, he warned that if such ships were sub- 
sidized, they would be serious competitors of regular line cargo 
vessels and would endanger the revenues of operators who 
bought lines from the Shipping Board in the belief that they 
would not meet competition under their own flag. He said a 
dangerous field was being opened up when it was proposed to 
subsidize tramp vessels. 

Ira Campbell, of the American Steamship Owners’ Asso- 
ciation, said that the seamen’s act required modification only 
in two small particulars, as to payment of one-half of earned 
wages at every port where the vessel loads or discharges cargo 
and as to requirements as to watches. He said the law was 
not half as bad as it had been painted. 

John Nicolson, of the Shipping Board, said that Canadian 
vessels on the Great Lakes had an advantage over American 
vessels with respect to watch requirements. 

William D. Winter, of the Association of Marine Under- 
writers of the United States, said that, although the Shipping 
Board was getting out of the shipping business, it was getting 
into the marine insurance business under the Jones-White act. 
He said it was providing insurance at less than cost and com- 
peting with private American marine insurance interests. Under 
the guise of insurance, said he, the board was giving a subsidy 
to the extent of 30 cents on the dollar. He said if a subsidy 
were necessary, it should be provided, but that it should not 
be made impossible for the private marine insurance com- 
panies to operate. 

Julius H. Barnes, former president of the Chamber, ad- 
dressed the conference briefly, commenting on the progress that 
was being made toward getting the government out of the ship- 
ping business, whereas a few years ago there had been talk 
of the government spending hundreds of millions of dollars on 
new ships for government operation. 

On motion of Mr. Sanders, the conference adopted a rec- 
ommendation of the transportation and communication depart- 
ment committee “that the rates to be charged for transit of the 
Panama Canal should be in the main based upon the cost to 
the government of rendering the service, including fixed charges 
on a basis of accounting similar to that used in connection 
with railroads and other private transportation facilities, and 
—e that this principle be followed in fixing the canal 
tolls.” 

Resolution on Merchant Marine 

On motion of A. W. Robertson, vice-chairman of the trans- 
portation and communication department committee, a resolu- 
tion was adopted with respect to the merchant marine. This 
resolution favored the scrapping of vessels in the government 
laid-up fleet, except as to a few to be held in reserve; the re- 
duction in the number of members of the Shipping Board when 
it had disposed of its vessels, the board to be continued as a 
regulating agency; the removal of the Panama Railroad Steam- 
ship Company from the shipping business; revision of the 
navigation laws; changes in the seamen’s act, none of which 
would adversely affect seamen; legislation for adoption of the 
Hague Rules in form suitable to American conditions; the fixing 
of Panama Canal tolls on the basis of cost to the government 
for the services rendered, taking account of proper fixed charges, 
inclufing an amount representing the taxes which would be 
received by the government if the canal were a private enter- 
prise; congressional action taking the Shipping Board out of 
the business of marine underwriting, and in favor of appropria- 
tions for the merchant marine naval reserve. 

Mr. Stewart opposed the recommendation for reduction in 
the size of the Shipping Board and the recommendation as 
to marine insurance. He said the Shipping Board should con- 
tinue to insure its equity in vessels. There was no second to his 
motion for a change in these respects. Mr. Stewart had re- 
ferred to the regional make-up of the board. Frank W. Noxon, 
of the Railway Business Association, said if regional repre- 
sentation on the board would be eliminated by a reduction in 
the board, that would be a desirable result. 

On motion of the American Steamship Owners’ Association 
and others, a resolution calling on Congress to establish na- 
tional nautical schools for the training of officers for the Amer- 
ican merchant marine was adopted. 

Just before adjournment of the meeting, a resolution was 
adopted opposing proposed legislation for repeal of the Pullman 
surcharge and favoring reference of the surcharge question to 
the Commission. 

The resolutions adopted reflected only the views of the 
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group conference and not the views of the convention as a 
whole. 
Revised Resolution Adopted 

The resolution on railroad rate making adopted at the 
group session Tuesday was revised by the committee on Tego- 
lutions and adopted by the delegates at the closing session of 
the convention of the chamber Friday. The resolution, ‘a, 
adopted by the chamber, contained no reference to the Hoch. 
Smith resolution, but included the declaration that Congreg 
should not impose requirements for such elaborate investiga. 
tions as unduly postpone rate adjustments that the Commission 
could otherwise make more promptly in accordance with the 
procedure and law already established. The resolution adopteg 
by the chamber also omitted the declaration in the group 
resolution that investigations that had been begun under the 
Hoch-Smith resolution should be completed. 

A resolution along the lines of that adopted at the group 
session with respect to the merchant marine was adopted by 
the chamber. 


THE PUBLIC AND RATES 


“When the public pays a railroad rate it pays the total 
cost of service, every penny that anyone ever pays for railway 
transport; but rates on transportation operations subsidized 
by the government—such as the Mississippi-Warrior River 
Barge Line—do not cover the actual cost of the service; they 
merely constitute the charge made for the actual movement 
over facilities which are provided and maintained by the public, 
without regard to maintenance, depreciation, taxes, and other 
charges which the railways must pay,” said John M. Fitzgerald, 
assistant to chairman, committee on public relations of the 
eastern railroads, in an address May 1 before the annual con 
vention of the Air Brake Association in Chicago. 

“The fact is that the cost of construction and maintenance 
of inland waterways, public highways, and many of our air. 
ports, is being paid by the taxpayers,” he continued. “Is it 
unfair to suggest that the cost of any form of transportation 
should always be paid by those who use the service, and not 
by the tax moneys of all the people? 


“If the volume of business declines, if profits of industry 
are unsatisfactory, there is an immediate demand that railroads 
make the first contribution to the correction of economic dis 
turbance, by reducing freight rates—a subsidy at the expense 
of the railways. During the past eight years the average ton 
mile revenue of the railways has declined more than 15 per 
cent. In other words, if the freight rates of 1921 had bee 
in effect during 1928, the public would have paid more tha 
800 million dollars additional for transportation service. But 
this apparently is not enough! Cheaper transportation service 
ad come to be regarded as the unfailing cure for all economic 

s! 

“In an endeavor to accomplish this miracle, it is now pro 
posed to spend millions of public tax funds for the creation 
of an inland waterway system—a form of service which was 
abandoned fifty years ago. As a transport agency it was too 
slow; actual cost of the service was prohibitive, and it could 
only be used six or seven months of the year. 

“As it is freely admitted that inland waterways cannot 
attract the capital of investors, they must be constructed ani 
maintained from the tax funds of the people. Moreover, gov 
ernment will doubtless be forced to operate the service, as it 
is now operating the Mississippi-Warrior River Barge Line, 4 
governmentally subsidized transport agency, maintained at the 
expense of all the people regardless of whether they enjoy the 
use of the service. 

“Citizens may be compelled to pay taxes to cover deficits 
created in the government operation of any transport service, 
or even principal and interest of loans from the public treasury. 
But you cannot force the investor to put money into an enter 
prise which is economically unsound, or which has proved 1 
be an unprofitable venture. 

“We should have all the transport we actually need fot 
the comfort and welfare of the people and the proper conduct 
of our industry, and the public should be free to elect which 
agency shall perform their service. But comparisons should 
always be based on the cost of service and value of service, 
not on freight rates—unless those rates cover the total cost 
producing the service.” 


NORTHERN PACIFIC LAND GRANTS 


Proposed legislation to give effect to the recommendations 
of the joint committee to investigate Northern Pacific 
grants is embodied in bills introduced in the Senate by Senator 
Kendrick, of Wyoming (S. 669), and in the House by Repl 
sentative Colton, of Utah (H. R. 2151). The bills have beet 
reported to each house of Congress. This legislation was t& 
ommended by the committee at the last session of Co 
(See Traffic World, March 2, p. 506.) 
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“ Starting Sunday June 2, 1929, The Erie Limited, standard 
: bearer of the fast Erie passenger fleet will enter on the 
“ New York-Chicago run. Every modern travel comfort, 
" every nicety of service will be regulation on The Limited. 


The steel coaches have deep upholstered individ- 
i ual seats, floors completely carpeted, running 
hot and cold water and electric fans. There 


s is a club lounge car with no extra cost 
J for coach passengers where smoking 
e . . 
5 is permitted. Meals a la carte 
t orcombination plates are served 
2D 
at moderate cost on the 
t dining car. 
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ERIE RAILROAD SYSTEM 


The 
ERIE LIMITED 


: NEW YORK-CHICAGO 


25-HOURS 


There are new Pullman sleeping cars for all principal main 
line points and Pullman chair cars for daylight travel. The 
Pullman observation-end lounge car is supplied with news- 
papers, magazines, stock market reports and sports bulletins. 


No excess fare ischarged on The Erie Limited except 

for passage between New York or Paterson and 

Chicago. This terminal-to-terminal fare 

is $34.30, the lowest on any railroad 
for 25-hour service. 


Whether you travel on business or 
for pleasure go Erie Limited 
and go in comfort. 


Through cars 
between 
New York 
and 
Buffalo 













































































OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo markets in the last week have been marked by 
increased activity, accompanied by several upward and down- 
ward fluctuations in rates in different trades. Changes in rates 
were inclusive and indicated no definite trend. It is expected 
that, if the current activity continues, the movement will be 
toward an advance of general but slight proportions. This was 
foreshadowed to some extent by the stiffening in quotations 
for berth ships. 

The total of 14 fixtures of full cargo vessels was larger 
than for any similar period in several months in the heavy 
grain division. Demand has not reached abnormal size, but 
shows an increase gratifying to shipowners. Fixtures were 
made from Montreal on the basis of 13c per 100 pounds for 
May loading to Antwerp or Rotterdam, and % cent less for 
June loading. The fixture of a British steamer from New York 
to Antwerp at 11 cents for the last half of May indicates some 
tightening in berth space, and it is not unlikely that if new 
business continues to develop further fixtures from Atlantic 
ports will result. 

Current quotations in the grain traffic average as follows: 
From Montreal for May loading, 3s to 3s 3d to the United King- 
dom, 13c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 14c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 
19c to the Mediterranean; from Montreal for June loading, 3s 
to 3s 3d to the United Kingdom, 12% to 13c to Antwerp-Rotter- 
dam, 13% to 14c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 17% to 18c to the 
Mediterranean. 

The lumber traffic was slow, with fixtures from the Gulf 
to Brazil at $16.25 to $16.75, with further inquiries at the same 
rates. No activity was noted in the coal trade. 

Cotton rates to Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Bremen and Ham- 
burg have been slashed 5 cents a hundred pounds April through 
July, and flour rates have dropped 2c May through July as 
a sequel to the ineffective attempt to reorganize the Gulf- 
Continental Steamship Conference. The first class cotton rate 
now is 40 cents a hundred for Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Bremen, 
and Hamburg, April through July, although the Havre, Antwerp 
and Ghent rate remains at 50 cents. The new flour rate May 
through July is 23 cents per hundred pounds to Holland and 
German ports, a reduction of 2 cents. 

The consul-general of Mexico has announced that, in ac- 
cordance with the new rate of exchange between Mexican and 
United States currency, fixed by the Mexican Treasury De- 
partment for the second quarter of 1929, the fee for the vise 
of commercial invoices during said period will be as follows: 
Invoices up to $4.78 free; invoices $4.79 to $47.86, 97 cents; in- 
voices $47.87 or over, 1.94. Checks should be made payable to 
Consulate-General of Mexico. 

Robert C. Thackara, temporary chairman of the Intercoastal 
Lumber Conference, announced that the eastbound lumber rate 
for June had been fixed at $14 a thousand feet. This rate has 
been maintained for several months. Advices from the Pacific 
coast indicate that the outlook in the lumber trade is much 
more hopeful than it was a few months ago. 


RAIL LIGHTERAGE SEPARATION 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


The movement on the part of New Jersey port interests to 
obtain a lower rail rate than New York City proper, or to have 
a separate lighterage charge added to the Jersey rail rate on 
traffic shipped to New York, has threatened to split the port 
wide open and to destroy the harmony between New York and 
New Jersey officials in promoting the welfare of the harbor as 
a whole. 


J. Barstow Smull, chairman of the executive committee of 
the Chamber of Commerce of New York, has sent a report to 
members of the chamber pointing out the dangers he thinks 
are inherent in this situation. He has asked the chamber to 
authorize his committee to oppose such a proceeding before 
any public body. It is his belief that this effort, if successful, 
would work great injury to the Port of New York. He is con- 
vinced that there is no justification for the plan to segregate 
lighterage or car-float service in this harbor from the line-haul 
freight rates. Export and import shipments through the port 
would be substantially restricted under this proposal, in his 
belief. 

“It seems,” he said, “as if there is a failure by certain in- 
terests in New Jersey to understand that what is now being 
sought is a repetition of a spirit of rivalry between the two 
ports of the district. To seek special advantage which pe- 
nalizes other parts of the port district, obviously hurts the 
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business of the port as a whole. It will injure every interes 
in the port, stop all cooperative effort between the two 5 
and result only in bitterness and ill-feeling. We would, there 
fore, appeal to the wiser leadership in New Jersey and recajj 
to their memory what transpired in 1916 in the New York har. 
bor case and the events which followed. 

“In 1916 this subject was threshed out when the New Jey. 
sey authorities petitioned the Interstate Commerce Commission 
for a lower freight rate to the New Jersey side of the harbor 
than to the New York side. This case is known as the Ney 
York Harbor Case, 47 I. C. C. The chamber intervened in that 
case, and its contention was upheld by the Commission that 
the port district was historically, geographically and cop. 
mercially a single community. That decision, in effect, recog. 
nized that lighterage and car-float service at New York, which 
is nothing more or less than water switching over a common 
belt line, should very properly be included in the line freight 
rate, and should not be charged for separately or otherwise 
considered in the freight charges. 

“Following this decision, in order to bring about co-opera. 
tion between the states, this chamber took the initial steps 
which brought Governor Edge and Governor Whitman to the 
chamber in 1917 and 1918, with the result that a cooperative 
spirit was created and a bi-state commission appointed, known 
as the New York, New Jersey Port and Harbor Development 
Commission. Out of this came the Port of New York Authority, 
provided for in a treaty between the two states. Considering 
that the inception of the cooperative idea came from this cham. 
ber, it was quite fitting that the treaty between the two states 
should be signed in the great hall of this building. This was 
done on April 30, 1929, with impressive ceremonies. 

“As a result of this agreement, New Jersey has made great 
progress in the last few years. Probably the most important 
factor in promoting this progress has come from connecting 
the two states with tunnels and bridges. A Harry Moore, the 
retiring governor of New Jersey, in his last annual message, 
said that the bridges being built under the port compact or 
treaty, while a tribute to the efficiency of the commissioners 
and staff of the Port Authority, constituted in themselves out 
standing monuments of progress already made and bring con 
spicuously to public attention the great advantage to each of 
them as well as to the entire country, resulting from the co 
operation between the two states.” 


CANADA AND ST. LAWRENCE PROJECT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


“I am merely voicing my personal opinion in saying that 
this project (St. Lawrence waterway) has not been enthusi- 
astically entertained in Canada,” said C. H. Cahan, member of 
the Canadian Parliament, in an address May 1 before the ger- 
eral session of the annual convention of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the United States touching on business problems that 
concerned both Canada and the United States. 

Mr. Cahan said such was the case, in his opinion, first, 
because of the weight of the financial obligations that early 
completion of the project would prematurely impose on Cal 
ada’s limited population, at a time when other large public 
expenditures were pressingly necessary, and, secondly, because 
it apparently was proposed to vest in the government of the 
United States rights in respect of the St. Lawrence River, “where 
it lies wholly within the Dominion of Canada, in addition to those 
which are conceded to your country under existing treaties’ 

The entire project, including power development, would 
cost about $840,000,000, exclusive of interest accruing on & 
penditures made during construction, according to. Mr. Caha. 

“It is natural for engineers, however eminent,” said he, “to 
favor extensive schemes of construction. They are prone t0 
be ambitious to build the highest building, the longest tunnel, 
the biggest bridge or the deepest and widest canal ever ye 
conceived of.” 

The burden of Mr. Cahan’s message with reference to the 
St. Lawrence waterway project was that much had already beet 
done toward providing a waterway from the lakes to the s¢% 
and that it would be well for both countries to proceed wi 
that development gradually rather than to undertake construc 
tion on a large scale at great expense. He indicated that, 
under the project. existing Canadian canals would be destroy 
and he saw no necessity for that. 

Limited proposals for waterway improvement and power 
development, he thought, would be more favorably entertained 
by the Canadian people than the project on a large scale, ™ 
as a preliminary step to the conclusion of such negotiations, 
were made clearly apparent that the federal government 
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the United States has determined that the present diversion 
of the lake water at Chicago, which we deem to be a breach 
of international comity, shall forever cease, and that the water 
of the Great Lakes and of the River St. Lawrence shall never 
again be diverted into another watershed to the grave prejudice 
of existing navigation and power rights along that river.” 


WORLD SHIP BUILDING SHOWS GAIN 


An increase of more than 200,000 gross tons is seen in the 
volume of merchant vessels now under construction through- 
out the world as compared with the total at the first of the 
year, according to a statement by Lloyd’s Register of Shipping, 
covering returns from all maritime countries for the quarter 
ended March 31. 

More than half of the increase is accounted for by the 
British and Irish shipyards and the United States shows a 
gain of 48,000 gross tons for the same period. Smaller gains 
are recorded for Germany, Japan and Russia. The world total 
at the end of March was 2,837,812 gross tons, as compared with 
2,618,001 gross tons at the first of the year. A year ago the 
world total was 2,893,000 gross tons. 

New work begun by the shipyards during the last quarter 
was more than 150,000 gross tons in excess of the vessels 
launched, Lloyd’s points out. The new tonnage of steamers 
and motorships on which construction was commenced, how- 
ever, was 15,000 tons less than in the last quarter of 1928, 
while the volume of tonnage launched was approximately the 
same for both quarters. 

The comparative totals for the various nations follow: 


GROSS TONS BUILDING 


81,588 82,780 


124/045 109,073 
World total 2,837,812 2,618,001 


Continuance of the decline in the volume of construction 
of steam and motor tanks of 1,000 gross tons and above is 
shown by Lloyd’s returns, the world total for the March quar- 
ter being 331,411 gross tons, compared with 361,972 gross tons 
at the first of the year. British yards have a total of 148,480 
gross tons of tankers, as against 174,376 gross tons in the 
previous quarter. French yards are now working on 53,951 
gross tons of tankers compared with 63,696 in the December 
quarter. 

A very slight increase is shown in the volume of motor 
ship tonnage under way at the end of the March quarter, as 
against that building at the end of the previous one. Japan, 
however, shows a gain of 50 per cent over her total at the 
beginning of the year, the amount in hand advancing from 
84,630 gross tons to 127,310 tons. Great Britain and Ireland 
had a total of 537,289 gross tons of motorships building at the 
end of March, compared with 536,008 gross tons at the end of 


December. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The following agreements filed in accordance with section 
15 of the shipping act of 1916 have been approved by the Ship- 
ping Board: : 


Under agreement approved by the board on May 29, 1928, in re- 
spect to service from Gulf ports to South Spain the Gulf-West 
Mediterranean Line and the Compania Maritime del Nervion re- 
strict the calls of their vessels in South Spain to twelve specified 
ports. By memorandum now filed they propose change in their exist- 
ing agreement to the extent that the South Spanish ports of call 
shall be enlarged to include Cartagena. 

American-Hawaiian Steamship Company with Compania Trans- 
atlantica: Arrangement covering through movement of shipments 
from Vera Cruz to United States Pacific coast ports. Through rates 
are to be based on direct line rates and divided 3/7ths to American- 
Hawalian and 4/7ths to Compania Transatlantica, the latter assuming 
cost of transfer at New York. 

Calmar Steamship Corporation with Tacoma Oriental Steamship 
Company: Agreement covering through shipments from Baltimore and 
Philadelphia to Oriental ports. Through rates are to be no lower 
than direct line rates, and are to be apportioned equally between the 
lines, each assuming 50 per cent of cost of transshipment at Seattle. 

Mitsubishi Shoji Kaisha, Ltd., with Luckenbach Steamship Com- 
pany: Through billing arrangement covering shipments from Oriental 
ports to United States Atlantic and Gulf ports. Through rates, which 
are to be based on direct line rates, and transhipping costs at Pa- 
cific Coast ports, are to be divided equally. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with Kingsley Navigation Company, Ltd.: 
Agreement in respect to through shipments from Gulf ports .to Van- 
couver. Through rates are to be same as local terminal rates of 
Red wood Line to Pacific Coast, out of which it is to absorb on- 
carrying line’s ge rates from San Francisco. Kingsley 
vessels are to call at Redwood pier for cargo in lots of not less than 
100 tons, each line absorbing one-half of toll charge. On smaller 
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quantities each carrier is to 
and one-half of drayage cost. 
Calmar Steamship Corporation with Little River Steamshj Com 
pany: Agreement oveas for through movement of shipme 4 
Baltimore and Philadelphia to Eureka, Calif., via San Francisco 
a combination of the local rates of the gre 7. carriers, Vj 
of Little River Steamship Company are to call at Calmar pier 
shipments aggregate 15 tons or more. Transhipping expenses, whay. 
age or tolls at San Francisco are to be absorbed by Calmar 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company with Pacific Steamship 
Company: Through billing arrangement covering shipments from 
British Columbia ports to United States Atlantic Coast 
San Francisco, upon a combination of local rates of the parti 
carriers plus cost of transfer, state tolls and customs entry at 
port of transhipment. 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company with Pacific Steamship 
hipments 


absorb toll charge over its own pie, 


Company: Arrangement covering through movement of sg 
from United States Atlantic Coast ports to British Columbia 
with transhipment at San Francisco. Through rates are to” be ¢ 
combination of the local rates of the participating carriers, 
assuming its pro rata share of the cost of transhipment and state tolls 
according to the percentage division of the rates. 

Bull Insular Line, Inc., with Hamburg-American Line: 
ment providing for movement of shipments on through bills of 
from Porto Rico to Hamburg. Through rates, which are to be based 
on direct line rates, are to be apportioned 3/7ths to the . 
American Line and 4/7ths to the Bull Insular Line, the latter } 
absorb cost of transhipment at New York. 


ALLOCATION OF VESSELS 


Representatives of Norfolk and Baltimore interests seeking 
allocation of five cargo vessels operated by J. H. Winchester 
& Co., Inc., of New York, as an out-port service of the Amer. 
can Merchant Lines, the passenger-cargo vessels of which were 
sold recently, were heard before the Shipping Board April 3, 
Applications for the vessels have been received from the 
Southgate Marine Terminals, Inc., and the Cavalier St 
Company, both of Norfolk, and from the Consolidated Navigs. 
tion Company of Baltimore. The latter concern is the map 
aging operator of the Oriole Lines, a Shipping Board service, 
operating in territory close to that of the American Merchant 
Lines. These services cover north Atlantic ports of the United 
States and ports of the United Kingdom. 

Spokesmen for the Norfolk and Baltimore applicants pre 
sented their cases and an application from the American Mer 
chant Lines was placed before the board. J. B. Smull appeared 
on behalf of the present managing operator. 


SHIP SALE ACTIVITIES 

The Shipping Board has directed the Merchant Fleet Cor- 
poration to prepare advertisements and specifications looking 
to the sale of the Yankee Line and the American Gulf Orient 
Line to American citizens for guaranteed operation under the 
American flag. 

The Yankee Line operates eight steel cargo vessels between 
Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore and Norfolk and the German 
ports of Hamburg and Bremen. Rogers and Webb of Boston 
are managing operators for this service. 

The American Gulf Orient Line operates twelve vessels 
between Gulf ports of the United States and Far Eastern ports. 
This line was formerly operated as the American Pioneer Line, 
Gulf division. The Tampa Inter-Ocean Steamship Company, of 
New Orleans, is the present managing operator. 

Sale of the Bar Harbor to Emil Stray, of Norway, for $31,000 
cash was authorized by the board. The purchaser has the priv: 
lege of carrying one iutbound cargo of grain, coal or scrap iro 
from the United States to a foreign port. He must agree ani 
furnish bond to refrain from operating the vessel thereafter 
to or from any port of the United States. 

The York Harbor was sold to M. C. Stray, of Norway, for 
$35,000 cash under the same terms and conditions as those ap 
plying in the sale of the Bar Harbor. 


WATER RATES IN ISSUE 


In No. 53, Savannah Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. Merchanls 
and Miners Transportation Company, filed with the Shippin 
Board, it is asked that the board require the defendant to estal- 
lish for the transportation of all commodities moving 
class or commodity rates betwen Baltimore, Md., Philadelphia 
Pa., Providence, R. I., and Delaware River landings, om 
one hand, and Savannah, Ga., and Jacksonville, Fla., 00 
other, just and reasonable rates, fares, charges, rules, réét 
lations and/or practices. Reparation for shippers of Sav 
represented by complainant is also sought. 

It is alleged that existing rates and charges are unjust 
unreasonable, unwarranted and unjustly discriminatory, it vit 
lation of the shipping act, particularly section 18. 

Commercial and industrial interests at Jacksonville, Mi 
under the rates and practices assailed, it is alleged, enjoy P™®™ 
erential treatment, while similar interests at Savannah are 
prejudiced. 


INCREASED SERVICE BY ORIENTAL DIVISION OF 0. & 2 

Effective immediately, the south China steamers of the 
Oceanic and Oriental Navigation Company will make Haiphowt 
and Bangkok: regular ports of call, says an announcemel 
F. F. Allen, assistant traffic manager of the American-H@ 
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Steamship Company, managing agents of the Oriental Service, 
Oceanic and Oriental Navigation Company. 

Every other steamer will call at Haiphong and alternate 
ships will stop at Bangkok, he said, giving these two ports a 
regular forty-two-day service. Im. addition, every other south 
China steamer-will make Hongkong first port of call, thus in- 
augurating the first direct service from San Francisco. Alter- 
nate vessels will stop at Shanghai as first port of call, giving 
both Hongkong and Shanghai direct services from as well as 
to San Francisco without intermediate calls. 

The decision to make Haiphong a regular port of call will 
be of. material aid to shippers, according to Mr. Allen, who 
pointed out that cargo consigned to Haiphong but transshipped 
at Hongkong is subject to a heavy duty by French Indo-China. 
This new service will make transshipping at Hongkong unnec- 
essary and thus save this duty to shippers and place Haiphong 
in the same category at Saigon. 

Under the new schedule North China steamers will serve 
Japanese ports and will sail direct from Shanghai, giving that 
port two outward sailings a month. 

This new arrangement will permit of still greater stabiliza- 
tion of the schedule, Mr. Allen stated, since ports heretofore 
designated as outports but having heavy cargo consignments 
will now be regarded as regular ports of call and can be included 
on the steamers’ itinerary. 


CENTRAL AMERICAN CALLS OMITTED 


The General Steamship Corporation announces that, after 
the southbound sailing of the S. S. “Indiana” from San Fran- 
cisco May 29, vessels of the French -Line will omit calls at 
Central America on their homeward voyage. The S. 8S. “Georgie” 
will sail direct via the Panama Canal from San Francisco June 
10, followed by the usual fortnightly sailings. 

Calls in Central America will not be resumed until the 
latter part of December, when the new coffee crop is available. 


BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER 


Secretary of War Good, said, May 2, that there was pending 
before the Department, an application of the North River Bridge 
Company for approval of plans for the construction of a rail- 
way and highway bridge across the Hudson River from Fifty- 
seventh street in Manhattan to the New Jersey shore. He said 
General Jadwin was handling the matter and that he expected 
a report from him in the near future. 

Reports in connection with the bridge plans indicated that 
the Baltimore & Ohio was .nterested in the bridge project as 
by means of such a bridge it could obtain direct access to 
New York City. War Department officials, however, said they 
knew nothing about that phase of the matter. It was stated 
that the proposal for construction of a bridge at the point 
described was not a new one but that it had been discussed for 
the last three or four years. 

One of the important questions the War Department would 
have to decide in passing on the application would be whether 
the construction of a bridge at the point described would 
interfere substantially with the operation of vessels on the 
Hudson. 


HISTORIC FERRY HAS BIRTHDAY 


The Hoboken Ferry, chartered in May, 1775, the year pre- 
vious to the signing of the Declaration of Independence, is 154 
years old. It operated between Kings Arms Inn, a stopping 
place on the Jersey shore where Hoboken is now, and Bear 
Market, foot of Vesey Street, New York. At that time, New York 
boasted a population of about 22,000. 

The following year, the ferry became subject to the con- 
trol of the army which was then occupying New York. New 
Jersey boys who enlisted under Commodore Perry in the war 
of 1812 crossed the Hudson on the Hoboken Ferry. 

Early day ferries were powered by sails or horses working 
treadmill fashion. The first steam ferry boat in the world was 
operated over this route in 1811. The Hoboken Ferry was taken 
over by the Lackawanna in 1903. 

Today, the white ferries of the Lackawanna are a familiar 
sight on the lower Hudson, regularly crossing it 810 times every 
24 hours and, in 1928, carried approximately 27,375,000 pas- 
sengers and 2,933,463 vehicles. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAFFIC 


“If the inland waterways experiment by the government 
proves a success, undoubtedly private capital will enter this 
field of transportation,’ says E. S. Gregg, statistician, in a 
survey of the National Bureau of Economic Research, made 
public as a part of the report of the committee on recent eco- 
nomic changes of the President’s unemployment conference. 

Growth of traffic on the Mississippi is cited in the state- 
ment as an important economic factor. It is stated that the 
volume of traffic was over a million and three-quarters tons in 
1927, as against 43,000 tons in 1918. 

“Mississippi River inland waterway traffic,” says Mr. Gregg, 
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“has received more public attention than that of other riven 
because an experiment with modern equipment has been Carried 
out by the government on these waterways. 

“When the deepening of. the Mississippi and its tri 
is completed so that cargo can be continuously carried large 
modern barges over the greater part of 9,000 miles 
channels, the effectiveness of this method of transport Will be 
more clearly apparent. The government has borne the 
of the experimental stages of development and private cg 
and initiative may soon be ready to take over the venture” 


LAKES-TO-GULF WATERWAY 


Appropriations by Congress for carrying on the improvemey, 
of the Illinois River in connection with the proposed lakegi, 
gulf waterway were urged by Governor Emerson, of Illinois 
while in Washington this week. Illinois is doing part of tj, 
improvement work and the federal government is do part 
of it, but, according to the governor, the funds of Illinois yy 
be exhausted before its part of the work is done, and it is % 
sired that Congress advance money for it. Governor Emery 
discussed the matter with President Hoover. ° 


LEHIGH VALLEY WAREHOUSE 


The new $10,000,000 terminal warehouse that will shortly 
be erected in the midtown shipping area of New York City 
the Lehigh Valley Terminal Warehouse, Inc., will be twely 
stories in height, 630 by 19714 feet, and will occupy the entip 
block between West Twenty-sixth and West Twenty-sevent 
streets, Eleventh and Thirteenth avenues, on the site of the 
isting Lehigh Valley Railroad freight yards. The terminal 
is stated, will be the largest on Manhattan Island and will of, 
shippers the latest efficiencies in speed and economy in handlix 
merchandise cleared through this market. The site was chosg 
after an engineering survey to determine the center of distrin 
tion in the city. 

The Lehigh Valley Railroad has signed a lease for th 
ground floor, while the remainder of the floor space—13i4 
square feet—will be leased to tenants in various parts of th 
country. 

The team-track yard as well as the tracks serving the pli 
forms will be entirely under cover. Freight in carload lots wil 
be moved intact directly by car-float from the Lehigh termi 
in Jersey City, thus saving cartage charges. Similarly, the lin 
haul of outbound freight will actually start from the warehoum 

The ground floor will ‘accommodate fifty-four cars ai 
the delivery platform have space for seventy-two trucks. 4 
driveway, connecting with the team-track yards of the Lehig 
and the freight platforms, will extend through the entire in 
floor, to permit trucking in both directions. For part of 
length of the terminal, at the Twenty-seventh and Eleven 
avenue corner, the second floor will be omitted, giving mi 
cient head room to install a traveling crane of ten tons’ capacity, 
which will be available for handling heavy freight. Provisia 
will be made for heating the storage part of the terminal 
60 degrees. The terminal will be sprinkled throughout al 
fire-alarm and watchmen systems will be installed. 


Erection of this terminal will be a step to concentrate mo 
attention on terminal freight facilities. A recent analysis show 
there are approximately three miles-of trackage maintained ) 
American roads for every mile of terminal trackage. Tis 
figure, the survey indicates, will be increased, as the growilf 
importance of speeding the handling of freight through terminal 
is realized. The tremendous growth of New York City, couple 
with the increased complexity of its traffic, make the 
for adequate terminal facilities keenly felt by both 
and shipping interests. 











NEW AIR SERVICES 


The acquisition of Stout Air Lines, operators of passels# 
air service between Chicago, Detroit and Cleveland, by the 
United Aircraft and Transport Corporation was announced 4 
28. The step is a part of a program for developing a coast? 
coast service, through affiliation with other operators. 4 
hook-up will be made at Chicago between Boeing Air T: 

a subsidiary of the United Aircraft and Transport Corpo 
which now operates a passenger service between Chicag0 
the west coast, with a possible further hook-up with N 7 
Air Transport and Colonial Airways, to extend the service 
New York, Boston and Montreal, according to the plans. 

Both the Stout and Boeing companies are planning 
sion of their present services. Boeing expects to put 4 
of 18 passenger planes in operation along its San Frat ‘ 
Chicago route in the immediate future. United Aircraft d 
holding company sponsored by the National City Compaly 
New York, and operates a service on the Pacific coast 
Los Angeles and Seattle, and has, in addition, large h0 
in Pan-American Airways, and owns the Pratt and mn 
Aircraft Company, Pacific Air Transport, the Hamilton M 
plane Company and Hamilton Aero Manufacturing Company: 
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| Personal Notes 


Benjamin H. Reed, traffic manager of the De Laval Steam 
Turbin Company, is president of the Trenton Traffic Club for 
1929-30. He was born and reared in Trenton, New Jeresy, at- 
tending the public 
schools and Rider 
College and has 
been in the employ 
of the De Laval for 
the last seventeen 
years. Although an 
active member of 
the traffic club for 
a number of years, 
this is the first office 
of any kind he has 
had the honor of 
holding. The Tren- 
ton Traffic Club, he 
says, is growing 
rapidly and now has 
a membership of 
about one hundred, 
including industrial 
as well as railroad 
traffic men. It meets 
the third Tuesday of 
each month and 
there is usually a 


dinner combined 
with the business 
meeting, which is 


largely attended. 
Members take an 
active interest in 
the many important questions concerning shipping, and lively 
debates are held. After meetings a social time is held. The 
officers of the club, in addition to Mr. Reed, are: Vice-president, 
Charles Hunt, traffic manager of the Agasote Millboard Com- 
pany; secretary and treasurer, George Mace, traffic manager 
of the Trenton Chamber of Commerce; chairman of membership 
committee, George Zeisel, freight agent, Pennsylvania Railroad, 
Trenton; chairman, speakers and social, C. W. Mack, freight 
agent, Reading Railroad, Trenton. The past officers, who form 
the board of governors, are: John Brady, Westinghouse Lamp 
Company; William Thomas, Trenton Potteries Company; Har- 
vey Trimmer, Thomas Maddock Sons Company; and Harry 
Schnell, Westinghouse Lamp Company. 





Among those scheduled to speak at the twenty-first annual 
convention of the International Railway Fuel Association, at 
Chicago, May 7 to 10, are R. H. Aishton, president, American 
Railway Association; Sir Henry Thornton, president, Canadian 
National; and J. B. Hill, president, N. C. & St. L. 

R. W. Owens has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, Wabash, at Kansas City. W. E. Alderson has been ap- 
pointed division freight agent at Kansas City, succeeding Mr. 
Owens. 

The Delaware and Hudson has opened an agency in Detroit, 
with F. L. Dunn, general agent, freight department, in charge. 
The territory assigned to the agency is the state ofMichigan. 
A. W. Ackley has been appointed New England freight agent, 
at Boston, succeeding F. H. Wheeler, who died. W. D. Owens 
has been appointed traveling freight agent at Boston. Fred 
Sorbe, Jr., has been appointed commercial agent at Pittsburgh. 
R. O. Beebe has been appointed traveling freight agent at Pitts- 
burgh. R. E. Ferguson has been appointed traveling freight 
agent at Detroit. 

R. H. James has been appointed vice-president in charge of 
traffic, Chicago, South Shore and South Bend, at Chicago. W. 
J. Knorst has been appointed assistant to vice-president. 

Edward A. Neil has been appointed traffic manager, Buffalo, 
Rochester & Pittsburgh, at Rochester, N. Y. The position of 
freight traffic manager has been abolished. Harry E. Hunting- 
ton has been appointed assistant traffic manager, at Rochester. 
Jerrold P. DeVaughn has been appointed general passenger 
agent at Rochester. Everett D. Davis has resigned as assistant 
freight traffic manager to engage in other business, and the 
duties of that office will be assumed by the assistant traffic 
manager. F. L. Lund has been appointed traveling freight agent 
at Chicago. 

Roy R. Scott has been appointed general agent, perishable 
freight traffic, Southern Pacific, at San Francisco, succeeding 
L. H. Trimble, promoted. W. W. W. Arthur has been appointed 
office manager, traffic department, at Chicago. 

The Pennsylvania announces that George H. Pabst, Jr., here- 
tofore assistant treasurer, has been elected treasurer of the 
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company, to fill the vacancy caused by the resignation of Hi 
H. Lee to assume the presidency of the Pennroad Corporatio. 

The first board of directors of the Pennroad Corpo 
the newly created investment corporation whose stock is to 
be offered to the stockholders of the Pennsylvania, are w 
Atterbury, Effingham B. Morris, Charles E. Ingersoll, Levi L 
Rue, Jay Cooke, R. B. Mellon and A. J. County, all of whom arg 
directors of the Pennsylvania, and Henry H. Lee, who has deen 
elected president of the new corporation. 

Other officers are as follows: Samuel H. Ogden, yicg 


- president and treasurer; William U. Moyer, secretary and aggig. 


ant treasurer; C. Bidlingmeyer, assistant secretary and assistant 
treasurer; and Robert P. Andrews, auditor. All of them hay. 
severed their connections with the Pennsylvania to devote thei, 
whole time to the business and interests of the Pennroad (o. 
poration. : 

At the annual meeting of the stockholders of the Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad (the Panhandle), th. 
following directors were re-elected for three years: Charles 7 
Ingersoll, A. W. Thompson and W. S. Rowe. George J. Adams 
Philadelphia, was elected a new director for a term of thre 
years, succeeding the late Samuel Rea. Arthur B. Ayres, Ney. 
castle Ind., was also elected, succeeding George D. Dixon, Phij. 
adelphia, who resigned. The stockholders approved an in 
in the authorized capital stock from $100,000,000 to $125,000,000, 
to be available for general corporate purposes. 

W. A. Dersey has been appointed traffic manager, including 
freight forwarding division, Chicago Cold Storage Warehouse 
Company, succeeding H. O. Running, resigned. A. J. Brownsell 
has been appointed assistant traffic manager. D. H. Murphy hag 
been appointed assistant to Mr. Dersey, freight forwarding 
division. 

P. B. Croll has been appointed auditor freight traffic, Cen. 
tral of New Jersey, at Jersey City, N. J. 

After twenty-five years of railroad service, Roy A. Bishop 
has resigned as general passenger agent of the Chicago Great 
Western to become general traffic manager, Universal Aviation 
Corporation. Earl W. Ireland has been appointed general pas. 
senger agent, C. G. W., succeeding Mr. Bishop. 

John L. Ferguson, formerly general passenger agent, C. & 
N. W., at Chicago, died at the home of his son in Los Angeles 
May 1. He was connected with the Northwestern for more than 
50 years. He was retired four years ago. 

E. R. Marsh, formerly with the standing rate committee 
of the Western Trunk Line Committee, has accepted a position 
in the general freight department of the Wabash at St. Louis. 

Frank H. Wheeler, New England freight agent, Delaware 
& Hudson, died at Worcester, Mass., April 29. 

The following appointments have been made on the Wa 
bash: J. J. Mossman, assistant general freight agent, Buffalo; 
A. E. Ellenson, perishable freight agent, Detroit; G. L. Kae 
shoefer, division freight agent, St. Louis; C. E. Alwes, traveling 
freight agent, Indianapolis; B. H. Lewis, traveling freight agent, 
Detroit. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of Newark will hold its monthly meeting 
at the Chamber of Commerce Building May 6. The occasion 
has been designated “Draymen’s Night.” Members affiliated 
with trucking firms will provide the entertainment, which will 
consist of vaudeville and a moving picture of the mining of 
anthracite coal. 





The Los Angeles Transportation Club held a meeting at 
the Alexandria Hotel April 29. The program was presented by 
the Zellerbach Paper Company. R. E. Rambo, traffic manager, 
southern division of that organization, was chairman. Enter 
tainment of a musical nature was provided by Guy L. Dennison 
and “Bill” Frater. A film, “The Romance of Paper,” was show) 
by Clem Reis, city sales manager. A pool tournament is to 
begin May 6. Prizes will be awarded to the winners. A olf 
outing will be held at one of the country clubs the third Thur 
day of each month. 





The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold a meeting at the 
Emerson Hotel May 7. G. C. Woodruff, assistant freight trafie 
manager, New York Central, will speak on “Container Car Serr 
ice.” A dinner-dance will be given at the Southern Hotel May 
21. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of San Francisco held a meetiné 
at the Women’s City Club May 2. Jay Peck, traffic manage 
of the Emporium, spoke on the “Traffic Department of a Large 
Retail Store.” 





The Traffic Club of New England will hold a “Roundup 
annual smoker at the Elks Hotel, Boston, May 6. Speakers 
will include Joe McKenney, coach of B. C. football team; Jack 
Ryder, of the B. A. A.; Johnny Evers, of the Boston Brave, 
and a representative of the Boston Bruins. Dinner will 
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served and there will be a program of music and entertainment, 
including moving pictures of Saguenay River, Canada, where 
the annual outing will be held June 13 to 18. 





The Traffic Club of New York has made arrangements for 
five golf tournaments, as follows: May 23, White Beaches Golf 
and Country Club, Haworth, N. J.; June 25, Shelter Rock Coun- 
try Club, Searington, L. I.; July 23, Richmond County Country 
Club, Dongan Hills, S. I, N. Y.; August 22, Grassy Sprain Golf 
Club, Yonkers, N. Y.; September 17, Echo Lake County Club, 
Westfield, N. J. 





The Association of Traffic Students of Cincinnati conducted 
a mock trial of an interstate commerce case April 26 in the 
court room of the Taft Law Building, University of Cincinnati, 
for the benefit of the evening traffic and transportation classes. 
Messrs. Grubbs, Eckles, Lynn, McCaffery, Marienthal and Reeder 
represented the complainants, and Messrs. Birsinger, Boyle, 
Meyer, Slaughter, Topmiller and Woeste were on the defendants’ 
side. Prof. McLaughlin acted as examiner and commended the 
participants on their work. The Association of Traffic Students 
is a voluntary study group, and has been in existence for five 
years. 





The Traffic Club of Louisville held a meeting at the Pen- 
dennis Club April 25, with an attendance of about 275. S. A. 
Cash, delegate to the annual meeting of the Associated Traffic 
Clubs of America, made his report. Among other things, he 
stressed the importance of replying to the questionnaire sent 
out by the Department of Commerce in connection with its 
traffic management survey. Charles Barham, vice-president and 
traffic manager, N. C. & St. L., was a guest and speaker. 





The St. Joseph (Mo.) Traffic Club held a meeting at the 
Hotel Robidoux April 23. William Reiter, local attorney, was 
the principal speaker. His subject was “Government By-Laws.” 
Short talks were made by Miss Ruth Spangberg, teacher of 
economics at Central High School, on “City Manager Form of 
Government,” and R. M. Bacheller, division freight and pas- 
senger agent, Santa Fe, on “Present Day Railroads.” 





The Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club held its 
first ball game of the season between representatives of ship- 
pers and representatives of the railroads at the A. G. S. Field 
April 27. An “Industrial Outing” will be held May 7. The trip 
will include a visit to a number of the important industrial 
plants of Fairfield, a barbecue at Bayview and inspection of 
the Warrior River terminals at Birmingport. 





The Transportation Club of St. Paul held a meeting at the 
Union Depot dining room April 30. Dr. W. E. Steckel, pastor, 
Merriam Park Presbyterian Church, was guest and speaker. 
A dance will be held at the Weequah Country Club May 10. 





The Transportation Club of Decatur will hold a “Mid-Sum- 
mer Golf Outing’ July 24 and 25. 


President T. T. Harkrader, of the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America, has appointed Allen R. Gould, Chicago, chairman 
of the membership committee; F. L. Speiden, Louisville, chair- 
man of the committee on procedure; E. R. Bardgett, New York, 
chairman of the committee on speakers; W. Bockstahler, New 
York, chairman of the finance committee; and S. S. Butler, 
St. Louis, chairman of the committee on the fall meeting, which 
will be held in St. Louis next October. At a meeting of the 
executive committee in Chicago, April 29, it was decided that 
the secretary once a month, in addition to other necessary 
communications to member clubs, shall send them a bulletin 
containing not only information as to the activities of the 
association but “tips” as to the activities of other clubs that 
may be followed. It will also contain suggestions from the 
educational committee for study classes and forum meetings. 
This is all in addition to the quarterly printed bulletin of the 
association. It is to be suggested to the member clubs that, in 
the next few months, they discuss the subjects of railroad 
consolidation, motor transportation, and commercial aviation. 
There will be authoritative speakers on these subjects at the 
October convention. 





The Grand Rapids Transportation Club will hold a golf 
outing at the Silver Lake Country Club June 5. An invitation 
has been extended to the traffic clubs of Battle Creek, Kalamazoo 
and Muskegon. 





In addition to T. T. Harkrader, traffic director, American 
Tobacco Company, New York, and president of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America, the following were guests and speak- 
ers at a luncheon of the “raffic Club of Atlanta at the Atlanta 
Athletic Club April 26: G. E. Goodwin, traffic manager, Liggett 
& Myers Tobacco Company, St. Louis; W. L. Thornton, traffic 
manager, R, J. Reynolds Tobacco Company, Winston-Salem, 
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N. C.; and E. L. Williams, traffic manager, Reed Tobaceo 
pany, Richmond, Va. T. B. Curtis, presided and introduceg 
speakers. Col. B. L. Bugg, J. A. Strayer and A. J, Young 
spoke. al 





The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold a luncheon at the 
Jefferson Hotel May 6. J. W. Bowell, general agent, Unj 
States Lines, who was an eye witness of the rescue of the 
of the steamer Florida by Captain Fried, commander Of the 
America, will speak. 


CENTRAL WESTERN BOARD 

The seventeenth regular and seventh annual meeting of 
the Central Western Shippers’ Advisory Board will be held y 
the Hotel Fort Kearney, Kearney, Neb., June 20. The executiy 
committee will hold a meeting at 8 p. m. June 19, to approy 
the program for the following day. Election of officers Will 
take place June 20. 

The agricultural council of the board will hold a meg 
the afternoon of June 19, at the same hotel. This wil] be at. 
tended by agriculturists from all parts of the board territory, 
in view of the exceptional activity of the council in the last year 
and the results of national farm legislation which will be dg 
cussed, according to the announcement. 

The meetings are open to all shippers, agriculturists, raj. 
road men, and the public interested in preparing in advang 
to protect all users of railroad service with adequate, efficient, 
economical car supply and service, it is stated. Reports egt. 
mating the trend of shipments in all commodity lines and 
ports of the railroads indicating the condition of their physica 
properties will be presented. 

Elaborate preparations are being made by the Kearney 
Chamber of Commerce and business men. The evening of th 
twentieth a public banquet, at which prominent business exe. 
utives and railroad men will speak, will be given. An attenj. 
ance of approximately five hundred people is expected. 


SOUTHWEST ADVISORY BOARD 


The next meeting of the Southwest Shippers’ Advisory 
Board will be held at Oklahoma City May 23. The annual cop 
vention of the Oklahoma Grain Dealers’ Association will be 
held at the same place, convening for a late afternoon segsion 
after the adjournment of the advisory board meeting, conclué- 
ing its program the following day. The annual meeting of the 
Oklahoma Retail Coal Merchants’ Association will be held o 
the afternoon of the 24th, following the adjournment of the 
grain dealers’ meeting. All of these meetings will be coord 
nated to a considerable extent. The annual banquet of the 
Oklahoma Grain Dealers’ Association will be given on the eve 
ning of the 23d, to which all who attend the other meetings 
will be invited. Hal S. Ray, director of personnel and public 
relations, Rock Island, will be toastmaster. 

Addresses will be made before the grain dealers by H.R 
Safford, executive vice-president, Missouri Pacific, on “General 
Business Economics;” by H. G. Taylor, manager, public rela 
tions, car service division, American Railway Association, o 
“Coordination and Cooperation of the Railroads with the Grain 
Trade,” and by J. F. Jarrell, manager, agricultural department, 
Santa Fe, on “Handling Combine Wheat from a Railroad Stant- 
point.” Frank Winters, president, Winters Grain Company, of 
Oklahoma City, will address the advisory board on “Coordin 
tion and Cooperation of the Grain Dealers with the Railroads.” 
Other talks on the grain situation will be made by leading graia 
men in the territory. 

It is expected that more than a thousand’ will attend these 
meetings, which will be of unusual interest in view of the clos 
approach of the season’s grain movement and the extraordinary 
conditions affecting the grain industry this year, indicating 
that serious difficulties are likely to be encountered in ds | 
posing of this crop in an orderly manner and without losses # 
producers and dealers. Considerable time will be given to the 
discussion of the grain movement and related problems. 

There will be a meeting of the Southwestern Industrial 
Traffic League at Oklahoma City on the morning of May 2% 


HEARING ON DIVISIONS 


Agreement as to issues, procedure, the territory involved, 
and similar matters was all that was to be determined at 
hearing at Chicago, May 3, before Examiner Disque in docket 
15234, in the matter of divisions of freight rates in Westem 
and Mountain Pacific territories (further hearing to the extent 
that so-called transcontinental and trans-Missouri divisions a 
concerned), according to statements made that day. The 
rier representatives expressed themselves as not prepared 
present testimony and as of the opinion that there were # 
number of matters to be cleared up before proper exhibits 
testimony could be prepared. 

With reference to the transcontinental part of the case, it 
was decided that exhibits should be interchanged between 
parties about September 1, with a view to holding the hearllé 
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some time in October. The examiner said it was the desire 
of the Commission that the evidence submitted bring that 
which had been submitted, prior to the compromise agreement 
of July 1, 1925, up to date. P. F. Gault, of the C. & N. W,, 
said it was not the intention of his line to submit addition tes- 
timony except on the specific request of the Commission. He 
explained that the C. & N. W. regarded the compromise agree- 
ment as made in good faith and saw no occasion for amplify- 
ing the record made prior to that. Similar statements were 
made by other representatives of western trunk line roads. 
However, Mr. Disque made it clear that the minimum expected 
was that the previous testimony be brought down to date. 

As to the divisions on the trans-Missouri traffic, it was 
decided that should include all traffic to and from the territory 
west of St. Paul and the Missouri River not included in the 
transcontinental and southwestern phases of the case. A com- 
mittee was appointed specifically to define just what that ter- 
ritory should be. It was to meet in the afternoon, prior to the 
afternoon session of the general hearing. After some discus- 
sion, the examiner also said that divisions on traffic from W. 
T. L. territory east of the Mississippi to the territory west in- 
volved in the trans-Missouri phase of the case, which moved 
through St. Louis or East St. Louis but not through Kansas 
City—the divisions breaking on the former two points—-was 
included. 

M. L. Countryman, Jr., of the Northern Pacific, called at- 
tention to the fact that there had been no previous hearing on 
the trans-Missouri divisions and that there had been no previ- 
ous suggestion that the traffic breaking on the Minnesota trans- 
fers was included. He said there were some roads that inclu- 
sion of that traffic would bring into the case, that were not 
already in, and that he doubted if it would be possible to go 
ahead with presentation of testimony in that part of the case 
in less than a year. 


GAS TAX COLLECTED IN 1928 


Gasoline taxes amounting to $305,233,842 were collected on 
the sale of 10,178,344,771 gallons of motor fuel in 1928 in the 
District of Columbia and the 46 states in which the tax was 
effective during the whole or a part of the year, according to 
figures compiled by the Bureau of Public Roads of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

The figures include the tax collected and the gasoline con- 
sumed in Illinois in January only, owing to the fact that the 
law providing for the state’s 2-cent tax was held invalid on 
February 24, 1928. 

Massachusetts and New York were the only states without 
a gasoline tax in 1928. These two have since passed laws pro- 
viding, in Massachusetts for a 2-cent tax effective January 1, 
1929, and in New York for a 2-cent tax effective May 1. As the 
Illinois legislature has passed a new law which provides for 
the collection of a 3-cent tax effective August 1, that date will 
mark the final adoption of the tax by all states, ten years after 
its adoption by Oregon and Colorado, the pioneer states. 

Changes in the rate of taxation were effected in four states 
during the year. The New Hampshire tax was increased from 
3 cents to 4 cents a gallon on the first day of the year. Virginia 
added a half-cent on March 19, 1928, making the new rate 5 
cents a gallon. The Texas rate was reduced on September 1 
from 3 to cents a gallon, and Mississippi raised its rate from 
4 to 5 cents a gallon on December 1 last. 

The average rate per gallon in 1928 was 3 cents; the high- 
est was 5 and the lowest was 2 cents. At the close of the year 
the rate in effect was 5 cents in seven states, 4 cents in eleven 
states, 3144 cents in one state, 3 cents in fourteen states, and 2 
cents in twelve states and the District of Columbia. 

Comparison of the total number of vehicles registered with 
the total tax collected in the states in which the tax was effec- 
tive throughout the year shows an average revenue of $15.09 
per vehicle. 

After deduction of the costs of collection the entire net 
revenue was used for rural road purposes in 35 states. In the 
remaining 13 states and the District of Columbia a total of 
$18,491,754 was devoted to other purposes. Of the portion of 
the total revenue devoted to rural road purposes, the amount 
used for construction and maintenance of state highways was 
$211,046,591;. for construction and maintenance of local roads 
the amount was $57,380,901; and the balance of $17,619,995 was 
used for payments on state and county road bonds. 


FASTER TRANSCONTINENTAL SERVICE 


A new passenger service between Chicago and the Pacific 
northwest, consisting of a fleet of new trains running on a 
five-hour faster schedule than present transcontinental trains, 
will be inaugurated by the Great Northern Railway June 10, 
W. P. Kenney, vice-president and director of traffic, announces. 

The new train will be named “The Empire Builder” in 
honor of James J. Hill. It will have departure hours somewhat 
earlier-than present trains. At Chicago it will leave in the 
evening and at Tacoma, Seattle, and Portland in the late after- 
noon, arriving at these cities in the early forenoon instead of 
the evening, as now. 
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Questions and Answers 


In this column will be answered questions of both legal 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A speciaan 
on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department 
will give his opinion in answer to an cag question relating to the lay 
of interstate transportation of f t traffic man of long 
and, wide .-4 a y answer or —_ to practical trafic 

oblems. e do not desire to et ace tra 

Ip him in his work. ffic man but to 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
——. eS i .g a more Fae em ive — to @ question jg 
lesir nm is t t proper for this umn, the departmen: 
answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. t will 
Address Questions and Answers rtment, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D.c¢, 


Tariff Interpretation 


Virginia—Question: Will appreciate your referring to | 
C. C. Docket No. 13585, also to I. and S. Docket No, 3153 and 
{. and 8. Docket No. 3130, and advise if the rate of $139 x 
shown in Supplement No. 22 to Agent Cottrell’s Carolina-Vp. 
ginia Furniture Tariff No. 62, I. C. C. 607, is applicable to peg. 
room furniture, Martinsville to Wichita, Kan. 

Supplements Nos. 31, 35 and 39 cancel rates on furniture 
to points in Kansas to the extent that through rates are pub 
lished in Southwestern Lines’ Tariff No. 154. Then Supplemey 
No. 41 to Cottrell’s I. C. C. 607 suspends Supplement No, 4 
in so far as the same cancels or changes rates on firnituy 
not embraced within the Commodity Descriptions provided i 
item Nos. 330, 385 and 340 of Southwestern Lines’ Tariff yy 
154. Then, at bottom of page 3 of Supplement 41, under cap 
tion, “Correction of Supplement No. 39,” reads as follows: 


Refer to Supplement No. 39 and make the followin 
oom 0 & corrections, 


“Correct cancellation on title page to read ‘Cancels Supplement 
No. 35 in full and Supplement No, 31, except rtions under d 
sion in I. & 8S. Docket No, 3130.” ™ oe 

Refer to page 2 and cancel all provisions in item under caption 
“Cancellation Notice,” 


Refer to page 3 and cancel Item No. 151. 


Some of the carriers claim the $1.38 rate is applicable ani 
some insist that the rate of $1.82 as shown in Southwesten 
Lines’ Tafiff No. 154 is applicable. 

From what I gather from the supplements above referred 
to I cannot see why the $1.38 rate is not in effect. Will ap 
preciate your explaining the status of the above case in detail 

Answer: In our opinion, the present rate on bedroom fur. 
niture from Martinsville, Va., to Wichita, Kan., is $1.82 per 
100 pounds, as published in Agent Johanson’s tariff I. C. ¢, 
2011. The rate of $1.38 per 100 pounds, published in Supple 
ment to Agent Cottrell’s tariff I. C. C. 607, was canceled in 
Supplement No. 31 to that tariff, effective July 8, 1928, but the 
date of the cancellation was postponed to July 14, 1928, by Sup 
plement No. 36. Supplement 39, canceling Supplement 31, cor 
tained a reissue of the cancellation notice as of July 14, 19%, 
from Supplement No. 36. Supplement No. 41 attempts to restore, 
on January 3, 1921, rates which were canceled July 14, 19%, 
by Supplement No. 31, as postponed by Supplement No. 3. 
However, Supplement No. 41 does not, in our opinion, republish 
the rates canceled on July 14, 1928, by supplements 31 and 36. 
Furthermore, Agent Johanson’s tariff I. C. C. 2011 still carries 
the rates which were transferred from Agent Cottrell’s tarif 
I. C. C. 607 on July 14, 1928. 


Conversion—Acceptance of Billing Instructions from Other than 
Owner of Goods 


Alabama.—Question: Can you cite court ruling, I. 6. 0. 
decision or statute covering the following: 

Party first part receives private tank car loaded with oll 
from Texas point; pays freight charges on same. He then-sells 
car of oil to second party and bills car to him. Carrier dé 
livers car to second party on switch movement. After four 
days, party of first part makes out bill of lading, which carrier 
executes to cover empty return of tank car. Carrier pulls cal 
from party of second part’s switch track, without his knowledge, 
places in train movement and when the car arrives at Houstol, 
Tex., which is on the lines of a second carrier, and considerable 
distance short of billed destination, discovery is made that 
the tank car is yet fully loaded with oil. Second carrier is 
now billing party of first part for freight charges on this load 
to Houston, Tex. Party of first part assumed that the patty 
to whom he later sold this oil has unloaded same, and, 
responsible to consignee for return of empty, executed billing 
as stated. 

Our opinion is that the billing carrier made a gross erro 
in handling this “supposed empty” on first party’s billing, 
their records undoubtedly showed that this car, or its contents, 
rather, was the property of the party of the second part. 

Our opinion is further, that, under sections 8 and 37 of the 
bills of lading act, that the carrier executing this erronedl 
billing is obligated to the party of the second part, owner 
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Tour 


business 


exists 
by the 
minute 


The Ediphone has set the 
tempo of modern business. 
It eliminates two time- 
wasters— buzzers to sum- 
mon a stenographer and 
shorthand dictation to de- 
mand “twice-written” let- 
ters. The total of minutes 
saved can easily add an 
hour a day to the average 
dictator’s free time—a 
month every year for him 
to devote to your mutual 
interests. 


Let us prove this at your desk. Tele- 
phone “The Ediphone”, your City, 
and ask for the book “An Easy Way 
to Chart Your Correspondence.” 


Ask for Travel Service 


THOMAS A. EDISON, Ine. 


ORANGE, N. J. 









adio Program Monday Evenings 















1106 


this property, to have this car of oil returned to him, and assume 
all freight charges accruing to second carrier, incident to the 
movement to Houston, Tex., and return. 

Answer: If, as we understand, the car of oil was delivered 
on the switch track of the second party, consigned to that party, 
and not to the party of the first part in the care of the party 
of the second part, the billing carrier is liable in conversion 
to the party of the second part in accepting instructions from 
the party of the first part to forward the supposed empty car 
to the point in Texas. Where the property has been returned 
and accepted by the plaintiff, the fact should be considered in 
mitigation of the damages recoverable for conversion, and in 
some circumstances it has been held that the court had power 
to permit the defendant to return the chattel in mitigation of 
damages. Other cases hold that the plaintiff is not required 
to accept a return of the converted property. See Western 
Land and Cattle Co. vs. Hall, 33 Fed. 236; S. F. & A. Ry. Co. vs. 
Blish Milling Co. (Ga.), 82 S. E. 784; Clarke-Lawrence Co. vs. 
Cc. & O. Ry. Co. (W. Va.), 61 S. E. 364; Plumber vs. Reeves 
(Ark.), 102 S. W. 376;.Crawford vs. Thomascon (Tex.), 117 
S. W. 181; West Tulsa Belt Ry. Co. vs. Bell (Okla.), 153 Pac. 
622. While not every wrongful act on the part of a common 
carrier authorizes an action against it for conversion, and it is 
only the wrongful exercise of dominion over another’s property 
that constitutes a conversion, it is not necessary that the carrier 
should have applied the pyoperty to its own use, or that it 
should have derived any benefit therefrom, it being sufficient 
that it has dealt with the property as if it was its own and 
in defiance of the owner’s legal rights. 


Shipper’s Load and Count 


Connecticut.—Question: Will you be good enough to pub- 
lish in The Traffic World an interpretation, if you have one, 
explaining the limitations of common carriers’ liability of ship- 
ments moving on a bill of lading carrying the notation, ship- 
per’s load and count. 

Answer: When a shipper’s load and count notation is 
placed on a bill of lading by the carrier, the receipt given by 
the carrier, as evidenced by the issuance of the bill of lading, 
is a qualified one and it becomes a matter of proof, when suit 
is brought by the shipper, as to whether the amount specified 
in the bill of lading was actually loaded. When it has been 
shown that a lesser amount was delivered at destination, the 
fact that the loading and counting was done by the shipper 
without supervision or check by the carrier necessarily places 
upon the shipper the burden of showing that the amount stated 
in the bill of lading was in fact loaded into the car. 

Likewise proof is necessary of the receipts at destination 
of a lesser amount than that stated in the bill of lading. 

The cases which involve the shipper’s load and count nota- 
tion which the carriers are authorized under section 21 of the 
bill of lading act to place on bills of lading covering shipments 
loaded by shippers on industry tracks have not been the subject 
of many decisions of the courts. 

How this burden of proof is to be met is a matter to be 
determined by the shipper in a given case, the handling ac- 
corded the shipment by the carrier being a circumstance to be 
taken into consideration in weighing the evidence submitted 
by the shipper, which may consist of the testimony of the party 
who loaded the car, as to the loading and counting of the ship- 
ment when it was placed in the car. See the decision in Lewis 
Poultry Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R., 105 At. 109, and Palmetto Fer- 
tilizer Co. vs. C. N. & L. Ry., 83 S. E. 36. 

The decision in Brewster vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. Co., 129 
N. Y. S. 368, indicates the form of proof which a shipper should 
offer in support of his allegation of loss or damage by a carrier. 


Train Control 


Illinois —Question: Perhaps you are in a position to give 
me some information in regard to the manner in which a rail- 
road controls the movement of trains over an interlocked rail- 
road crossing. Here is an illustration: Carrier A, the senior 
road, is crossed by railroad B. They are highly competitive 
eastern trunk lines. Road A controls the interlocking plant 
and instructs their men not to stop any of their trains even 
though a train of the same class on B railroad is the closer. 

Road B complains to A about the preference they give their 
own trains. Is such a matter purely a contract between the 
roads or does the Interstate Commerce Commission have juris- 
diction over it? If so, do you know of any decision or authority 
on it? Any information on this subject will be appreciated 
very much. 

Answer: In our opinion, this matter is one of contract sub- 
ject to regulation by statutory provisions of the several states 
or control vested in the utilities commissions of the states. 


Tariff Interpretation—Mixed Carloads of Furniture and 
Refrigerators 
Indiana.—Question: We make shipments to the southwest 
of mixed carloads of furniture and household refrigerators. 
Mixed carloads of furniture are provided with a commodity rate 
of 60 per cent of first class, as per item No. 330, page 311, South- 
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western Lines’ Tariff 151, Agent Johanson’s I. ©; ¢, 
there is no doubt that our cars of furniture are propos, 
titled to this rate. There is a question, however, ag to whetie 
this rate applies on mixed carloads of furniture and ho 
refrigerators. Usha, 

We contend that the carriers, by including household 
frigerators in item 13, page 217, Consolidated Freight * 
cation No. 5, have thereby placed household refrigeratoyg 
the heading of “Furniture” in so far as concerns the deseriptig 
used in item 330 of Southwestern Lines’ 151. 

We should appreciate your interpretation of this (Westin, 
which is a question of much importance to us. 

Answer: In our opinion, item 330 of Agent Tohansoy 
Tariff I. C. C. 2005 does not authorize the application Ot th, 
rates published in that tariff on furniture to mixed car) 
furniture and refrigerators. The first paragraph of item 
provides for furniture, new, rated third class or higher jp 
Western Classification, under the heading of furniture in g 
carloads. The second paragraph provides for furniture, 
rated third class or higher in the Western Classification, 4 
mixed carloads. 

Item 13, page 217, of Consolidated Classification No, 
provides for a rating of third class, in Western Classificatig, 
territory, on mixed carloads of one or more articles ag SPecifie4 
under furniture, and refrigerators. 

This item, in our opinion, is not a rating of refrj 
as furniture under the heading of furniture in the clagsif 
within the meaning of the second paragraph of item 3% y 
Agent Johanson’s tariff I. C. C. 2008, and, therefore, in Our opin. 
ion, item 330 does not provide for a basis of rates on mixy 
carloads of furniture and refrigerators. 
Demurrage—Resulting from Injury to Trestle Track by Carrig 


Delaware.—Question: We were assessed demurrage charges 
the latter part of last year at a point in the Southern 
Association territory, which accrued account of the railroy 
company having backed a car over the bulkhead at end of th 
trestle track. The railroad company was then obliged to cp. 
demn the trestle track; and, while repairs were being maie, 
considerable detention charges accrued on cars that were await 
ing unloading and which were considered constructively placej, 

We paid these charges with expectations of being rein. 
bursed by the railroad company. The Southeastern Demurng 
and Storage Bureau advise that it is an established fact that 
the maintenance of facilities for individual use is not a commn 
carrier’s obligation and the delay in carrying out the term 
of a contract or agreement does not constitute justifiabl 
grounds for refund of the demurrage charges. 

It is my contention that we should be favored with a refuné, 
inasmuch as it was no fault of consignee’s that trestle track 
was condemned. Will you please advise whether or not its 
your interpretation that we should be favored with refund o 
these charges? If possible, I shall appreciate your citing a 
few I. C. C. rules pertaining to this and similar cases. 

Answer: We can locate no opinion of the Commission 
which deals with a situation entirely similar to that set forth 
in your letter. However, see the Commission’s opinions it 
Cumberland Glass Manufacturing Co. vs. Director-General, {i 
I. C. C. 439, 441; North Port Smelting and Refining Co. % 
G. N. Ry. Co., 53 I. C. C.. 641; and Reiter-Crutis and Hill » 
N. 2.8. @& W.k. B. Coe, 9 LC. Cc. 290. 

In our opinion, the demurrage charges were lawfully a 
sessed, there being no provision in rule 8 of the Uniform De 
murrage Tariff which authorizes a refund thereon. 

The accrual of the demurrage charges was not the result 
of a violation of the interstate commerce act, and the recovery 
thereof must, therefore, be had, in our opinion, in an actin 
against the carrier for damages resulting from negligence, 
there was such, in the operation of the trestle track. 

Storage—Notice of Unclaimed Shipment 

New York.—Question: In The Traffic World, April 13, 192%, 
page 918, you answered question concerning a less-carload ship 
ment made from one of our plants in July, 1928, to a point iB 
Colorado which was on hand, unclaimed. 

Your answer to our question only covered the fact that the 
copy of a notice which the carrier claimed to have sent to o# 
branch was sufficient notice. 

We are under the impression that where the unclaimed 
notice was sent on August 14, 1928, and no other notice sett 
until December 28, 1928, that storage should be eliminated ft 
at least the period between, possibly one month after the fim 
notice was sent until the date of the next notice. Has ther 
not been some case decided by the Commission covering the 
question of whether the carrier should send more than 
notice on unclaimed goods where it is on hand several months! 

Answer: When a carrier sends notice to the consign 
that a shipment is on hand, unclaimed, at destination, it has 
complied with the tariff provisions and there is no obligation 
on the part of the carrier to send a second notice to the 
signor, in so far as the provisions of the storage tariff a 
concerned. 

We are not aware of any case in which the Commissidl 
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GHIPMENTS under through bills of lading 
are moved across the border with utmost 
expediency; movement to final destination is 
resumed without delay, once shipments are 
cleared through customs house. 


Customs Agencies 


The National Railways of Mexico maintain official cus- 
toms agencies at El Paso, Eagle Pass, Laredo and Browns- 
ville, Texas, which are fully equipped to handle all 
shipments. The employment ofthese agencies affords 
many advantages, particularly in billing all customs and 
incidental charges including importation duties to be 
collected at destination. 
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For Complete Information 
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1515 Penn Bldg. 2195 Ry. Exch. Bldg. 
New York City St. Louis, Mo. 


F. N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. Agt. 
441 Monadnock Bldg. 414 Whitney Bank Bldg 
San Francisco, Calif. New Orleans, La. 


° . mt 
301 Marquette e 
Chicago, Ill. 


Laredo to Mexico City . . . 53 Hours El Paso to Mexico City . . - 101! Hours 
Eagle Pass to Mexico City . . 67 Hours Brownsville to Mexico City . 69 Hours 


NATIONAL RAILWAYS OF MEXICO 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Direct Service 

LOS ANGELES (wilmington—Berth 188) 
SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 39) 
OAKLAND (Grove Street Pier) 
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PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 2 | Ship by Water 
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Central Railroad of = Jersey 
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AND ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS THEREAFTER 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 


— Gulf-Intercoastal - _ Pred 
MOBILE, ALA. (Piet 4: Berth 4 altimore, Philadelphia, 
LA. (Aishama Seats Deeks) | Steamer ea York and Norfolk 
SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 
For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 


TRANSMARINE LINES WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 


T Green 7394 
Port Newark Terminal foes Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling 


General O r) 
5 Nassau St., N ork Cit Baltimore, Md. Pa. Pittsburg'. P. Norfelk, V 
Telephone wt tao Telephore Rector 0020 f 39 South St. —n* Oliver Bide, Law Bullding 
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has considered the question of whether a carrier should send 
more than one notice to the consignor. 


Demurrage on Cars of Perishable Shipments Unclaimed at 
Destination 


illinois.—Question: Car of potatoes arrived October 18, 
1927, at 8 a. m., consignee notified same date. Same held at 
destination for reconsigning to and including November 2. 
Carrier did not notify consignor of shipment being on hand 
unclaimed until October 24, when wire notice was sent; $48 
demurrage was collected. Carriers contend that as wire 
notice was not sent on October 21 demurrage assessed for the 
22d (23d Sunday) and the 24th should be canceled, but that the 
20th, 21st, 25th and 26th are chargeable at $2 each; that October 
26th was the fourth day under rule 7-A, after which the re- 
maining six days are chargeable at $5 each, making total 
demurrage $38, and offer to refund $10 as overcharge. 

Carriers further contend that in addition to the 48-hour 
period in which they can obtain disposition without being 
obliged to wire consignor per rule 4-E, they have 24 hours 
allowed them by rule 4-E, paragraph 2 (a), which covers perish- 
ables, and which requires that notice shall be sent by wire as 
provided in paragraph 1. We contend they have only 48 hours 
in which to wire consignor and that the only reason why para- 
graph 2 (a) refers to paragraph 1 is to indicate the procedure 
which must be followed in sending such wire notice and not 
the time in which it must be sent. Since notice was not 
tendered consignor until October 25, applying rule 7-A to the 
case, the 25th, 26th, 27th and 28th would be chargeable at $2 
each, so far as the consignor is concerned. The carrier, of 
course, is entitled to collect $2 each for the 20th and the 21st. 
For the remaining four days of chargeable time $5 each is in 
order, making the total demurrage $28, overcharge $20, so far 
as the consignor is concerned, but $22 overcharge on the car. 


How many days, according to rule 4-E, has the carrier in 
which to notify the consignor in such cases? 


Answer: The demurrage tariff does not divide the charge 
between consignor and consignee, but applies the charge to the 
total detention and entitles the carrier to collect the full amount 
from the party to whom it delivers the shipment or for whose 
account it delivers it. Paragraph 2-A, rule 4-E, in referring to 
paragraph 1, refers to that paragraph for not only the details as 
to the manner in which, but the time when, after the expiration 
of the 48-hour period, the carrier must send the wire notice. See 
Kilpatrick vs. N. Y. C. & St. L., 146 I. C. C. 218. Therefore, 
allowing October 19 for reconsigning, the 20th is chargeable at 
$2, this being the first chargeable day “after the expiration of 
free time allowed” (rule 7-A). The 21st, 22d and 23d are not 
chargeable because the carrier did not within the 21st send 
the wire notice. The 24th is chargeable because the carrier 
could have sent the notice on the 21st instead of the 24th and 
have charged $2 on the 21st. The 24th, therefore, is the second 
chargeable day, the 25th the third, and the 26th the fourth, 
demurrage up to this time totaling $8. The remaining six days 
are chargeable at $5 each, making the total demurrage $38. 


Time is computed from first 7 a. m. after date on which 
notice of arrival is sent to consignee and not from time notice 
is sent to consignor of shipment being unclaimed. See rule 
3-B for computing time on shipments held for orders (which 
includes reconsigning orders). 


Shipper’s Load and Count 


Colorado.—Question: We load carload shipments of dried 
beans, all being packed in even weight bags and so loaded that 
a count of the bags contained in the car can easily be made 
after loading is completed. Due to occasional complaints of 
consignees of shortages at destinations, we have asked carriers 
to give us a clear bill of lading on these shipments. They tell 
us that they are too busy to check cars when loading or after 
loading is completed and will accept shipments only on a ship- 
per’s load and count basis. 

Are they within their rights in refusing to issue clear bills 
of lading? 

Answer: In four cases, namely, Ponchatoula Farmers’ Asso- 
ciation vs. Ill. Cent. R. Co., 19 I. C. C. 512; In re Western Clas- 
sification No. 51, 25 I. C. C. 442; Louisiana State Rice Milling 
Co. vs. M. L. & T. R. Co., 34 I. C. C. 511, and San Francisco 
Dairy Products Exchange vs. American Railway Express Co., 
78 I. C. C. 737, the Commission has considered the matter of 
shipper’s load and count notations on bills of lading, the hold- 
ing of the Commission in effect being that, except at any of 
its public stations where it provides facilities for the receipt 
and delivery of freight, a carrier is justified in placing the quali- 
fying notation “shipper’s load and count” on bills of lading and 
that a carrier could not be required to send a representative 
to the shipper’s industry to check carload freight loaded into 
cars at such industries. The Commission in refusing to require 
a carrier to issue clean bills of lading for shipments loaded by 
shippers or to furnish a representative to check the loading of 
the shipments in the case last referred to above, made the fol- 
lowing statement: 
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In several cases we have declined to condemn the carriery 
tice of issuing “‘shipper’s load and count’’ bill of lading. Lowe” 
State Rice Milling Co. vs. M. L. & T. R. R. & S. S. Co., 34 stan 
511; Western Classification case, 25 I. C. C. 442; Ponchatoula Fare C. 
Assn. vs. I. C. R. R. Co., 19 I. C. C. 513. If defendant were requ ers 
issue unqualified receipts for dairy products, it is reasonable to red t 
that shippers of other commodities would demand and be 
to similar treatment. See Louisiana State Rice Milling Co, yg titled 
& T. R. R. & S. S. Co., supra. The present complaint ang record 
limited in scope both as to territories of origin and destinatig 
as to commodities, and do not warrant a finding of such possible 
reaching effect. @ far. 


Reconsigning and Switching—Double Charges 


Ohio.—Question: Carload shipment consigned to Cleve. 
land via the Pennsylvania Railroad as line-haul carrier 
arrival at destination the Pennsylvania switched car to the Nev 
York Central for delivery to consignee, but before placemey 
car was reconsigned. The Pennsylvania paid the New Yor 
Central $3.15 for switching the car. New York Centra] Switch. 
ing tariff I. C. C. LS-1245, page 67, provides that when a cay is 
delivered to it for placement, but before placement is order 
to some other point, a charge of $2.70 will be made, ang this 
charge will be in addition to the charge of the New York Centr 
from the point at which it received the car to the new destin: 
tion; or plus connecting line’s switching charge if car is ordera 
to another line beyond the New York Central. On this car th 
Pennsylvania Railroad is also claiming a $6.30 reconsigning 
charge. 

Our contention is that under the New York Central tarit 
the reconsigning charge should not be assessed, as this tarif 
is a switching tariff, and apparently does not cover reconsigning 
services, and it seems to conflict with the reconsignment tarif 

Answer: While the $2.70 charge is in the nature of , 
reconsigning charge, it is limited to the particular sort of recop. 
signment, i. e., reconsigning while in terminal switching fo 
account of a road-haul carrier, and there seems to be nothing 
to prevent its application under the circumstances cited. The 
N. Y. C. is entitled to its $3.15 switching charge for having 
received the car from the P. R. R. and commencing to switch 
to the consignee’s track, even though shipment was intercepted 
before actual placement could occur. It is entitled to both its 
switching and deconsigning charge, as the tariff now reads. 

Whether the Pennsylvania Railroad is entitled to its $6.3 
reconsigning charge depends upon whether that road was asked 
to arrange for the reconsignment. Rule 4, page 6, of its 1. ¢.¢. 
52, provides that: 


The rules published herein governing the diversion or reconsign- 
ment of freight are applicable while the freight is in possession of 
this company as a road-haul carrier . . . also when it has reached 
billed destination on this line and has been delivered to switching 
road for placement. If diversion or reconsignment is made after ar- 
rival of shipment at billed destination and the car has been delivered 
to a connecting road, the switching charges of connecting road will 
be in addition to any other charges named herein. ... 


Under the foregoing rule the Pennsylvania could reconsign 
a car on the New York Central tracks and charge for the serv. 
ice, and the N. Y. C. in turn could assess its own local charges, 
both switching and reconsigning, for doing that which it has 
been ordered by the Pennsylvania to do. All these charges (to 
the extent some are not absorbed by the P. R. R.) of both lines 
are to be added to the line-haul rate to Cleveland. 


Limitation of Actions—Recovery by Carrier of Amount Errone- 
ously Refunded as Overcharge 


New York.—Question: We made shipment of a carload of 
our products from our Ohio plant to a Florida destination 
January 15, 1926, all freight charges prepaid. The origin car 
rier refunded $52 on this shipment as of February 24, 19%, 
and on October 2, 1928, issued balance due bill for $47 on this 
shipment. 

On receipt, we endeavored to check the charges claimed 
correct, which took us undue length of time, as Ohio plant was 
taken over by this company in 1928, and our tariff files did not 
include tariffs applicable in 1926. Period of limitation had it 
the meantime expired. 

: Payment of the balance claimed due has been refused by 
this company, under our interpretation of section 16, item 3 
paragraphs A and E, of the interstate commerce act. 

Carrier’s law department claims that the three years’ stat 
ute of limitation covers the payment of the transportation 
charges in the first instance, and that where erroneous reful 
is made, the statute of limitations is six years instead of thre 
for the collection of the erroneous refund. 

Who is correct? 

Answer: There are at least two views on the questio 
which apparently must be submitted to the Supreme Court 0 
the United States for final determination. 

One view is that the carrier having at the time of the 
delivery of the shipment collected the full amount of its chargé 
the subsequent refund through error of a supposed overcharge 
gives to the carrier a right of action for money had al 
received, which is independent of the original transactiol, 
namely, at the time of delivery or within the credit period, 
as to which independent action the three-year period of li 





Vol. XLII) No, 7 


Ma) 


6 


po! 
me 
sal 
to 
wo 
sik 


the 
an 
sec 
of 
tre 
ral 
mé 
an 
fre 


an 
“0 
Ad 


Li 





ind 


on, 


the 
8, 


nd 
on, 





ieee el 


ra 


“OPPORTUNITIES 


In Traffic Management’”’ 


“Opportunities in Traffic 
Management,” a 64-page 
book, FREE, should be read 
by every man seeking ad- 
vancement in traffic work. 


This book points the way to the higher 
positions in the field of Traffic Manage- 
ment. It tells how men once on small 
salaries have demonstrated their ability 
to make savings for the companies they 
work for and thus rise to more respon- 
sible positions. The field of Traffic Man- 
agement offers real opportunity only to 
the man who knows. Spare time study 
and the will to succeed have pushed 
scores of traffic employees up the ladder 
of financial success. Many LaSalle- 
trained traffic managers—pboth in the 
railroad and industrial field—now com- 
mand salaries of $5,000, $7,500 a year 
and better. Investigate! Send for this 
free book today. Find out how you can 
qualify for these higher positions through 
LaSalle home-study training and guid- 
ance. Write now for your free copy of 


“Opportunities in Traffic Management.” 
Address— 


LaSalle Extension University 
Dept. 595-T Chicago, III. 
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This graceful tribute indicates the success of the prac- 
tical training as well as the “sincere and unfailing efforts” 
in behalf of students. You, too, may find the way to a 
successful, profitable profession through the— 


College of Advanced Traffic 


Endorsed by Prominent Rallroad and 
Industrial Traffic Managers 


Training is unique—no other like it. Actual traffic work under 
skilled instructors. No tedious text books. Problems solved through 
legally filed tariffs, classifications, I. C. C. rulings and other official 
publications. Lectures of absorbing interest. When you graduate, you 
are ready for one of the higher paid positions in traffic. Scores of 
students placed every year. 

Resident or mail courses. Out of town students receive the same 
high class practical training by mail as given to resident day or 
night students. 

Here is opportunity knocking at your 
door—write today for full information. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 
Dept. 9, 608 S. Dearborn Street, Chicago 





A Remarkable Aid 
In Shipping Goods Safely 


That shipping losses can and should be greatly reduced is recognized 
by both shipper and carrier. But heavier containers mean higher freight 
charges. So the problem is solved by Sears-Roebuck, General Electric, 
Eastman Kodak, Gillette Safety Razor Co., and many other leading 
firms through the use of a sealed steel strapping, called Signode. 
This steel strapping is placed around the container at its weakest point, 
drawn tight and sealed in a second with a simple automatic tool. 
The cost is negligible. Then the shipment is safer from pilfering, or 
damage of any kind. 
Write for Complete Catalog and Prices. 
SIGNODE STEEL STRAPPING CO. 

2613 North Western Avenue Chicago, Ill., U. S. A. 

Canadian Steel Strapping Co., Ltd., Toronto, Ontario 

Offices in All Principal Cities 


SIGNODE 


The Sealed Steel Strapping 


We also manufacture round wire tensional reinforcements, wire tying 
machines, all forms of nailed-on strapping, pail clasps, clutch nails, 
tag fasteners, etc. ‘rite for general catalog. 
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tion provided for in paragraph 3 of section 16 of the act, has 
no relation, the time for bringing such an action being gov- 
erned by the statutes of limitation of the several states. 

The basis for this view is, as we see it, that there is no 
relation between the delivery of the shipment and the collec- 
tion of the freight charges at time of delivery, and the refund 
by the carrier of the supposed overcharge, and that as to an 
action: for the recovery of this amount erroneously refunded 
the three-year limitation period of paragraph 3 of section 16 
of the act, dating from the delivery of the shipment would 
result, where the refund by the carrier was made at or near 
the end of the three-year period, in the carrier’s action being 
barred, or practically so, before the cause of action came into 
existence, for, until the refund was made, the carrier, in fact, 
has no cause of action against the shipper. 

The other view is that paragraph 3 of section 16 of the 
act contemplates the final settlement of accounts by a carrier 
in respect of its freight charges within the three-year period 
so far as a right of action by the carrier for the full amount 
or any part thereof is concerned, and that this limitation is 
the maximum time within which the carrier must determine 
the amount of its charges and institute suit for any balance due. 

The two views which we have outlined above are the basis 
of conflicting decisions in T. M. Partridge Lumber Co. vs. 
Michigan Central, 26 Fed. (2d) 615, and Wight vs. Zemurray, 
91 So. 301. The decision in the first case is more or less 
supported by the decision in G. H. & S. A. vs. Lykes Brothers, 
294 Fed. 968. In the Partridge case the court said: 


But that this is not an action for the recovery of charges is 
too clear for argument and the trial court properly so held. There- 
fore, this statute has no application. The trial court held, we think 
properly, that the action is one on implied contract to refund money 
paid through error. If so, however, it is not a suit or proceeding 
arising under any law regulating commerce or within any other class 
of suits of which the Federal District Courts have original jurisdic- 
tion. For that reason it should have been dismissed by the trial court. 
Sec. 37, Judicial Code. 


In Wight vs. Zemurray, 91 So. 301, decided by the Supreme 
Court of Louisiana, it was held that the railroad’s action against 
the shipper to recover a rebate erroneously allowed as the cost 
of loading freight, is an action for “recovery of erroneous 
freight charges, within act No. 223 of 1914, requiring such 
action to be brought within two years, and not an action within 
Civ. Code, art, 3544, requiring actions not theretofore men- 
tioned to be brought within ten years.” 


Rates on Company Material 


Pennsylvania.—Question: Will you kindly advise us if it 
is permissible for us, as shippers of railway material, to partially 
prepay shipments to a junction of the railroad to which the 
shipment is consigned at the proportion of the through rate, 
when the through rate is applicable via that junction? 


For example: A shipment from A, Pa., on the X R. R. to 
B, on the Y R. R. Co. The rate applies via C through to B 
for prepayment to C at the proportion of the through rate. 


Answer: Under the decision of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Beekman Lumber Co. vs. St. L & S. F, 21 
I. C. C. 270, a shipper must pay the lawfully published tariff 
rate and not a proportion of the through rate up to the junction 
of the purchasing carrier. In the above referred to case, the 
Commission said: 


This case is a clear example of a practice which appears to have 
obtained for some time, under which carriers buying what will ulti- 
mately become company material, contract with shippers located off 
their lines and agree that if the vendor will bill the shipment beyond 
a designated junction point, at which their own lines and the lines 
of the initial carriers meet, the purchasing carrier will absorb its 
own division of the joint through rate and the shipper assume only 
that portion of the joint through rate which accrues to the initial 
carriers as their division of the rate up to the junction point desig- 
nated in the billing. This practice results in the application of a 
portion of a joint rate from the point of origin to the junction point 
for the benefit of a particular shipper, which is not published for 
the public at large nor filed with the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion under section 6 of the act. 


Limitation of Actions—Waiver by Shipper of Statutory Provi- 
visions Governing Action for Undercharge 


Missouri.—Question: During April, 1925, certain interstate 
shipments of grain products moved on a 28-cent rate. There- 
after the carrier demanded additional charges on the basis of 
3244 cents, which it claimed was applicable. It admitted that 
the tariff should authorize 28 cents and amended its tariff 
accordingly. 

Shipper refused to pay additional charges, and asked the 
Interstate Commerce Commission for an opinion relative to the 
applicable rate. The Commission expressed the informal opin- 
ion that 32%4 cents was applicable, and stated that if shipper 
desired to pursue the matter further he should file a formal 
complaint. This was not done. 

The carrier has now filed suit for the recovery of the un- 
dercharges, 3 years and 10 months after the cause of action 
accrued. 
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Please advise whether the provisions of subdivision , 
paragraph (3), section 16 of the interstate commerce ae a), 
mandatory, as absolutely limiting the period within which 
carrier may file suits for the recovery of its charges, op dires 
tory, as merely setting a period of limitation which may be 
pleaded as a defense, by shippers who are unwilling to pay, 

Answer: We see nothing to prevent a shipper from Waiy. 
ing the provisions of paragraph 3 of section 16 of the ag} and 
paying an undercharge after the expiration of the three-yea, 
period of limitation. While the Supreme Court has held thy 
so far as the collection of an overcharge from a carrier jg con. 
cerned, the carrier may not waive the provisions of this Section 
of the act, for to do so would open the way to discriminatio, 
(see Kansas City Southern vs. Wolf, 261 U. S. 138), there ap 
pears to be no such consideration in the case of the collectig, 
of an undercharge after the expiration of the statutory Dering 
of limitation. 

In other words, it seems to us that, so far as the Shipper 
is concerned, the provisions of paragraph 3 of section 1¢ COn. 
stitute a defense which may be pleaded or not, as the shipper 
sees fit, as is true of the ordinary statute of limitation, whig 
to be availed of as a defense, must be pleaded. 


TRANSPORTATION BILLS 


Senator Jones, of Washington, has introduced §. 897, , 
bill to amend section 23 of the merchant marine act of 1920 with 
reference to tax exemptions for owners of vessels who inves 
or set aside for investment in the construction of new ships 
an amount of money equivalent to the taxes that would 
payable if exemptions were not made. 

Senator Bratton, of New Mexico, has introduced §. 646, 
bill to amend paragraphs 18, 19 and 20 of section 1 of the inter. 
state commerce act so as to take from the Commission the 
jurisdiction it now has over the extension of lines of railroad 
or the construction of a new line of railroad. 

Senator Trammell, of Florida, has introduced S. 657, a bill 
providing that the postage rates on products of the farm, or 
chard and grove, when mailed by the producer of such products, 
shall be 25 per cent less than the regular established parcel 
post rates required for such products and that the rate of post: 
age on such products when mailed at a point on a local ml 
route for delivery only upon such route shall be 50 per cent 
less than the regular rate. 

Representative McLeod, of Michigan, has offered House 
Joint Resolution 57 authorizing the appropriation of $225,000,00 
annually, instead of $75,000,000 annually, for federal-aid high- 
ways. The resolution says that the registration of motor 
vehicles has increased from 8,000,000 in 1920 to 24,000,000 in 
1929, an increase of 200 per cent, and that the federal govem- 
ment, which has been appropriating $75,000,000 a year for federal: 
aid highways, has failed to keep pace with the growing highway 
demand of motor vehicle traffic, thus tending to stifle the normal 
development of the automobile industry. 


RAIL FUEL COSTS 


Total cost of coal and fuel oil consumed by Class I railroad 
locomotives in road train and yard switching service in January 
and February amounted to $58,828,317, as against $60,198,210 
for the corresponding period of 1928, according to statistics 
compiled from carrier reports by the bureau of statistics of 
the Commission. Switching and terminal companies are nd 
included in the statistics. 

For February the total cost was $28,624,178, as against 
$29,243,591 for February, 1928. 

The roads consumed 20,395,643 net tons of coal in the two 
months, as against 19,527,473 net tons in the same period of 
1928. The,average cost per net ton, excluding direct freight 
charges, was $2.03, as against $2.16 for the 1928 period. 

In February the consumption was 9,972,025 tons, as 4 
9,513,198 tons in February, 1928. The average cost per to, 
excluding direct freight charges, was $2.02, as against $2 
in February, 1928. 

Gallons of fuel oil consumed in the two months totaled 
425,115,256, as against 385,820,320 in the 1928 period. The 
average cost per gallon, exclusive of direct freight chargé, 
was 2.17 cents, as against 2.55 cents in the 1928 period. ll 
February the consumption was 206,507,245, as against 188,022,681 
gallons in February, 1928, and the average cost per gallon was 
2.14, as against 2.55 cents in February, 1928, excluding 
freight charges. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any dep 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber ¥ 
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Happy in the thought 
that their shipments 
are made care 


COTTON 


PANAMA MAILS. S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 


Regular Fortnightly Sailings Direct to 


PUERTO COLOMBIA, CARTAGENA, CRISTOBAL, COLON, 
BALBOA, PANAMA CITY, CORINTO, LA LIBERTAD, 


ACAJUTLA, CHAMPERICO and MAZATLAN 


With transshipment service via Cristobal to Punta Arenas, 
San Juan del Sur, Amapala, La Union, San Jose de Guate- 
mala, Acapulco and Manzanillo, Mexico. 


Next Sailing from New York. .... May 16 


Intercoastal freight accepted both West and Eastbound, from New York 
to Los Angeles Harbor and San Francisco and from California ports 
to New York. 

140 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, Ill, 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N. Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 


CONCENTRATION 
COMPANY 


With six high density presses 
and capacity of warehouses 
over 400,000 bales of cotton, 
we are in position to make 
prompt deliveries at a mo- 
ment’s notice. 


Foreign Freight 
Forwarders 


Established 1884 


D.C. ANDREWS & CO., Inc. 


27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. 


Boston Office: 
92 State Street 


COTTON CONCENTRATION COMPANY 


The Home of Satisfied Shippers 


GALVESTON, TEXAS 


GEO. SEALY, J. GARRISON, 
V.P.& G.M. 


President 


OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 
NEW YORK SERVICE 
PROPOSED SAILINGS 


(Subject to change without notice) 


Ports “Halti’’ | A Steamer “Haiti” | A Steamer “Halti”’ 


NEW YORK.SI. 


ST. CROIX 

ST. KITTS...... 
ANTIGUA 
GUADELOUPE. 3 
DOMINICA 
MARTINIQUE..| © 
ST. LUCIA April 16 
ST. VINCENT... April 16 
BARBADOS..... 
TRINIDAD. .Arr 
TRINIDAD..Ly.| 
GRENADA...... . 
ST. VINCENT.. 
DOMINICA . 
GEORGETOWN. 
CAYENNE...... 
PARAMARIBO. | 


HAMPTON 
ROADS...Arr April 27 


NEW YORK. Arr: April 29 May 27 June 23 
FOR RATES, PERMITS, AND FURTHER INFORMATION APPLY TO 


OCEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 


WHITEHALL BUILDING, {7 BATTERY PLACE, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
TELEPHONE BOWLING GREEN 9701 
NEW YORK TERMINALS: PIER 52, EAST RIVER 


TIME 
IS AT A 
PREMIUM 


Styles, desires, and needs change so 
rapidly today, you must have your 
goods in the market‘at the strategic 
time to compete and make a profit. 
The American Mail Line offers you 
swift, dependable service to and from 
Oriental ports. Sailings every other 
Saturday by ‘‘President Liners’’ from 
Seattle. Arrivals from the Orient on 
alternate Mondays. Through bills of 
lading issued to all Oriental ports. Speed 
your shipment over ‘‘the Short Route.”’ 


April 18] May 2 May 16] May 29 
May 22] June 4 


April 4 


April 16 April 24] May 8 


=x 
April 11 April 25] May 9|ae May 23] June 5 


April 12 April 26} May 10] May 24} June 6 


April 13 April 27 | May 11 > May 25 | June 7 


2 
April 14 April 28] May 12 a June 8 


April 15 April 29{ May 13 B. June 9 


April 15 May 13 } June 9 


> 
3 
to 
© 


April 30] May 14 June 10 


May 14 June 10 


> 
cs 

Sj 

= 
= 
wo 
—) 


April 17 May 15 June 11 


April 18 May 16 June 12 
April 19 


April 20 


md 
<4 
i) 
< 
Or) 


May 17 June 13 


May 18 June 1i 


April 20 May 18 June 14 


April 21 May 19 June 15 


Seven express ‘‘Cargo Liners’? augment 
this service. 


LEAVES NORFOLK, VA., FOUR DAYS BEFORE NEW YORK 
E 
— 
=< 


T. J. KEHOE, Gen. Eastern Agt., 32 Broadway, New York 


W.G. ROCHE, Inc., Gen. Agt. R. W. Bruce, Gen. Agt. 
1714 Dime Bank Bldg. 110 So. Dearborn St. 
Detroit, Mich. Chicago, Iil. 


L. L. BATES, General Freight Agent 
1519 Railroad Avenue South, Seattle, Washington 


76 offices in 22 countries at your service 


American Mail Line 


May 25 June 21 


HAMPTON ROADS, VA. 
Chesapeake Shipping Company 
Citizens Bank Bidg. 

Norfolk, Va. 


MONTREAL, P. Q. 
Ocean Dominion Steamship Corporation 
522 Board of Trade Bldg. 
Montreal, Qa. 


HET 
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Digest of New Complaints 


No. 21793. Sub. No. 1. L. K. Stein, doing business as Stein Potato 

Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. Northern Pacific et al. ; 

Unlawful charges on potatoes, points in Alberta and Manitoba, 
Canada, to Minneapolis, Minn. Asks reparation. 

No. 21850. Sub. No. 3. H. V. Grantham et al., Kearney, 

Santa Fe et al ’ 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 15 of act, on gasoline and 
other petroleum products, points in Oklahoma, Kansas and Mis- 
souri to Nebraska and Colorado points. Allege that lower rates 
are provided through Superior, Neb., than through Kansas City 
to intermediate points. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21863. Sub. No. 1. Olivia Canning, Preserving & Manufacturing 

Co., Olivia, Minn., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on tin cans, Chicago, Galewood and Belle- 
wood, Ill., and points taking Chicago rates, to Olivia, Minn. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21863. Sub. No. 2. Montevideo Canning Co., Montevideo, Minn., 
vs. Belt Ry. of Chicago et al. ; 

Unreasonable rate on tin cans, Chicago, Galewood and Clear- 
ing, Ill., and points taking Chicago rates, to Montevideo, Minn. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 21892. Sub. No. 2. Steve Cooke Motor Co., Fort Worth, Tex., vs. 
Santa Fe et al. ; ' 

Unreasonable rates and charges on freight automobiles and 

chassis, Evansville, Ind., to Fort Worth, Tex. Asks reparation. 
No. 21892. Sub. No. 3. Jackson Motor Co. et al., Beaumont, Tex., vs. 

Santa Fe et al. e ; 

Unreasonable rates and charges on freight automobiles and 
chassis, Evansville, Ind., to Beaumont and El Paso, Tex. Ask 
reparation. 

No. 22029. Sub. No. 3. Reeves Coal Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. Di- 
rector General, as agent, M. St. P. & S. S. M. ‘ 

Illegal and unreasonable rates on coal, points in Virginia, West 
Virginia and Pennsylvania to points in Minnesota and Wisconsin. 
Asks reparation. 

No. 22116. Louis Cohen & Son, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., vs. Central of New 
Jersey et al. 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, on 
Junk copper, Williamsport, Pa., to Carteret, N. J. Ask cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. oa Nance & Patrick, Jackson. Miss., vs. Bangor & Aroostook 
et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 4 of act, on potatoes, St. Luce, 
Me., to Summit, Miss. Asks reparation. 

No. 22118. Arctic Cream Co. et al., Fremont, Neb., vs. Arkansas Val- 
ley Interurban et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3, 4 and 15 of act, on salt, Lyons, 
Hutchinson and other Kansas points to points in Nebraska and 
Colorado. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

6 — Sheet & Tube Co., Youngstown, O., vs. D. L. 
-@ b 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1, 2, 3 and 6 of act, on 
iron and steel articles called coiled material, Struthers, O., to 
Carnegie and other Pennsylvania points, Cleveland, O., Detroit, 
Mich., and Hartford, Conn. Asks cease and desist order and 
reparation. 

No. 22121. South Georgia Traffic Bureau for Pelham Phosphate Co., 
Cordele, Ga., vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on phosphate rock, 
Brewster, Fla., to Pelham, Ga. Asks rates for future from Florida 
points to Pelham and reparation. . 
22122. Lafayette Box Board & Paper Co., Lafayette, Ind., vs. 
Illinois Terminal et al. 

Rate in violation sections 1 and 6 of act, on scrap paper, St. 
Louis, Mo., to Lafayette, Ind. Asks reparation. 

No. bes rca Natural Gas Co. et al., Dallas, Tex., vs. Santa 

e et al. 

Unreasonable rates on gas meters and meter fittings, some in 
mixed carloads with gas regulators and parts, Erie and Wilkins- 
burg, Pa., to Fort Worth and other Texas points. Ask rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 22124. City of Moorhead, Minn., vs. Great Northern et al. 

_Rates in violation first three sections of act, on soft coal and 
bituminous fine coal, from Duluth, Superior and other points at 
head-of-the lakes to Moorhead, Minn. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. 22125. A. Guthrie & Co., St. Paul, Minn., vs. D. S. S. & A. et al. 

Rates fin violation sections 1, 3, 4 and 6 of act, on secondhand 
railroad rails, Bayard, O., to Negaunee, Mich. Asks cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

22126. South Georgia ‘Traffic Bureau for Tifton Produce Co., 
Cordele, Ga., vs. L. & N. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on watermelons, 
Wildwood, Fla., to Lexington, Ky. Asks cease and desist order 
and reparation. 

No. 22127. W. T. Grant Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. N. Y. C. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on sheet and pillow 
cases, New York Mills, N. Y., to Hoboken, N. J. Asks cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

No. v= ee Metal & Rubber Co. et al., Omaha, Neb., vs. C. & 

; . et al. 

Rates in violation first three sections of act, on scrap brass, 
bronze, copper, zinc lead aluminum and other non-ferrous metals 
other than precious, Omaha, Neb., to Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, 
Mo. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


No.  ornen Granite Quarries, Inc., Richmond, Va., vs. C. & 

. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on crushed stone, 
Boscobel, Va., to Snowden and Moyock, N. C. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 22130. O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., Cincinnati, O., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation section 1 on taximeter parts, L. C. L., Day- 
ton, O., to interstate destinations. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

No. 22131. Horton Oil Co. et al., Chicago, Ill., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation secttons 1, 3 and 4 of act, on tank carload 
shipments petroleum oil and products, points in Arkansas, Kan- 
sas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas, to Apple River, Ashton and 
other Illinois points. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
22131. Sub. No. 1. Emerson-Brantingham Corporation et al., 
Rockford, Ill., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, on petroleum gas 
oil and fuel oil, between points in Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, 


Neb., vs. 


No. 


No. 


No. 
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Oklahoma and Texas and Rockford, Iil. 
der and reparation. 
No. 22131. Sub. No. 2. 
vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, on Petroley, 
and its products, from points in Arkansas, Kansas ™ 
Oklahoma and Texas to Rockford and other Illinois points 
points in Illinois alleged to be preferred. Ask cease ang Othe 
order and reparation. - desig 

No. 22132. National Biscuit Co., New York, N. Y., vs. B. @ A. 

Unreasonable rates on bakery goods, Boston, Mass, to tal 

chester, N. H. Asks rates for future and reparation.’ ° ™% 
No. 22133. Wm. P. McDonald Construction Co., Flushing, N, y 
S. A. L. et al. oem 

InappEcable and_ illegal charges on road roller ang 
Springfield, O., to Brooksville, Fla., for haul beyond Jacksons 
Fla. Asks cease and desist order and refund. 

No. 22134. Winona Oil Co. et al., Winona, Minn., vs. Santa Pe 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on petroleum ait 
products, points in Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas to Platter 
Mineral Point and other Wisconsin potnts. Asks rates for futun 
and reparation. 

No. 2213. Alabama Warehouse Co. et al., Troy, Ala., vs. Atlant 
St. Andrews Bay et al. t 

Charges in violation first four sections of act, on fertilize 
terials, Mobile, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla., to Troy, Ala, Ask nate 
and charges for future and reparation. 

No. 22136. South Texas Cotton Oil Co., Houston, Tex., ys, Souther, 
Pacific. 

Rates for storage in violation first three sections of a 
cottonseed products at New York, N. Y. Asks rates for futur 
and reparation. 

No. or Eastern Tanners’ Glue Co., Gowanda, N. Y., vs, Southen 
et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on tannery flesh 
hide trimmings or glue stock, potnts in Virginia, West Virginia, 
North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee and Georgia to Gowania, 
N. Y. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 9 Silver Falls Timbér Co., Silverton, Ore., vs. McCloud Rive 
et al. 

Unreasonable rate and charges on lumber, Silverton, Ore, ty 
McCloud, Calif. Asks reparation. ; 

No. 22139. J. B. McCrary Co., Atlanta, Ga., vs. A. C. L. 

Rates and charges in violation section 6 on traveling cram 
or power shovel, St. Petersburg, Fia., to Savannah, Ga. Ass 
reparation. 

No. 22140. The Loomis Machtne Co., Tiffin, O., vs. B. & O. 

Unreasonable charges on steel billets, Pittsburgh, Pa., to Tiff, 
O. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22141. Danville Lumber Co., Danville, Ill., vs. C. & EL 

Unreasonable charges on coal, Clinton, Ind., to Danville, Il 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22142. Ayer & Lord Tie Co. et al., Chicago, IIl., vs. Western of 
Alabama. 

Unreasonable rates on forest products, accorded lumber rate, 
assembled at Montgomery, Ala., purchased at points west an 
south of Montgomery in Alabama, Mississippi and Louisiana fe 
creosot.ng or otherwise preservatively treating and _ reshipmen 
to points east and north of Montgomery in southern and officid 
territories. Ask transit rules, rates and regulations and charge 
that will provide lowest through rates. 

No. 22143. Northwestern Bottle Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. C. L & Leta 

Unreasonable rates on bottles, Marion, Ind., to Chattanoom 
Tenn. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22144. S. Goldsamt, Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. American Railway 
Express Co. 

Unreasonable rates on parsley, from Mercedes, Tex., to Nev 
York, N. Y. Asks reparation. 

No. 22145. Consolidated Paper Co., Monroe, Mich., vs. Santa Fe et a. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on corrugated and un 
corrugated fiberboard paper boxes and boxboards, comprisin 
chipboard, strawboard, wood pulpboard and kindred paperboaris, 
Monroe, Mich., to points in Kansas, Missouri and Nebraska. Ask 
rates for future. 

No. 22146. Charles Lewis Lockwood, Enid, Okla., vs. Santa Fe etal 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 of act, 
on property, from Missouri points to Oklahoma points. Asks ceas 
and desist order and reparation. 

No. oo” United Paperboard Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. D. &# 
et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, on steam sizes if 
anthracite coal, Scranton and Avoca, Pa., and other Pennsylvania 
points, to Thomson, N. Y. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 7 Dallas Cotton Exchange et al., Dallas, Tex., vs. Santa R 
et al. r 

Rates and charges in violation first three sections of act, 
cotton, Henderson, Tex., to Oakland, Calif. Ask cease and desis 
order as to collection of unlawful charges and rules and regu 
tions for future. 

No. 22149. Edward Eiler Lumber Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., vs. Garyvile 
Northern et al. 

Unreasonable charges on lumber, Frost, La., to Indianapolis 
Ind., reconsigned to other points. Asks cease and desist 
and reparation. 

No. Em. Whitley Construction Co., LaGrange, Ga., vs. Centmld 
orgia. 

Unreasonable charges on gravel, Montgomery, Ala., to Allie al 
Luthersville, Ga. Asks reparation. 

No. ry New River Coal Operators’ Association et al. vs. B, &0 
e a 

Unreasonable rates and charges on coal, points in Virginia anf 
West Virginia to District of Columbia points and adjacent tm 
tory for movements from Potomac Yard, Va., to destination 
indicated. Ask rates for future for service from Potomac Yart. 

No. 22153. Doyle-Barnes Co. et al., San Diego, Calif., vs. 
Pacific et al. ani 

Unreasonable rates on bananas, between El Paso Transfet 
El Paso, Tex., on one hand, and Los Angeles, San Diego, Bakett- 
field and El Centro, Calif., on the other. Ask rates for futua® 
reparation. Ore 

No. 22154. Steel Tank & Pipe Co. of Oregon, Portland, Ore., ¥&™ 
gon-Washington R. R. & N. Co. et al. : Part 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 6 of act, on pipe, North 
land and Kenton, Ore., to Spokane, Wash. Asks rate for 
and reparation. cu 

No. 22155. Lewis Feed & Egg Association, Chehalis, Wash., V® 
St. P. & P. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 2 and 3 of act, on eggs origina 
at Washington points because of refusal of transit DENgmp 
Asks cease and desist order and transit privileges ’ 
competitors. 


Ask cease and desist 
Smith Oil & Refining Co. et al., Rockford, 9, 
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Two Deli D 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. **°pxiy Delivery Service to 250 Surrounding Towne. 


SOLID or POOL CAR and CONTAINER DISTRIBUTION 
DELIVERY 


COMPLETE es BREAK-UP | SERVICE 


WAREHOUSING 


< Storers, Distributors and <i 
of General Merchandise 
| 4 175,000 Square Feet Floor Space 
lt a Zt Southern R. R. Siding. 25c Ins. Rate 
Kg ee Virginia Bonded Warehouse Corp. 
>. 1709 East Cary Street 


= FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
peegtes © Se. We specialize in the DISTRIBUTION of 
a ot, ee ——— Insurance rates 15 cents. Loans ne- 
The Weicker Transfer & Sterage Gaweny 


Get the facts! 


The growing importance of Dallas and the South- 
west market makes the following reports extremely 
valuable to the traffic executives of expanding 
organizations in all lines—write for any or all of 
them you wish: 1. Market Map of the Southwest. 
2. The Southwest—Six Billion Dollar Market. 
3. Dallas—Distribution Center. 4. Industrial Sur- 
vey of Dallas. 5. Dallas as a City in Which to 
Live. 6. The Growth of Dallas. 7. Texas Corpo- 
ration Laws. INDUSTRIAL DALLAS, Inc., 1148 
Chamber of Commerce Building, Dallas. 


and Distribution Center 
the Southwest -Twelve Million Pope 
Six Billion Dollar Mark 


aeersee 


Tell us 

+ what you 

Lower Pack ing ; ship, without ob- 
and . ligation on your part. 


Shipping Costs BEMIS BRO. BAG CO. 


ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Branches and Sales Offices in nearly all the 
larger cities. See your phone book. 


UNION TRANSFER CO. 


sussipiary PHILADELPHIA LOCAL EXPRESS 


Established 1867 1004-26 Spring Garden St. 


TERMINAL WAREHOUSES OF ST. JOSEPH, Inc. 


ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI 


GEOGRAPHICALLY 


LOCATED TO RENDER 
DISTRIBUTORS 


DISTINCTIVE WAREHOUSE 
AND FORWARDING 
SERVICE 


LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 
Los Angeles and San Francisco 
Free and U.S. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 
Space ~~ for Private Warehouse, Office ong ~~ 
Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Rented 


We can serve you in seme capacity in Los Angeles er San Francisce 
and weuld suggest that yeu complete your file by requesting 
the rates fer eur specialized service. 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
—S 


GENERAL MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
Distribution 


The only modern Merchandise Warehouse fully equipped and centrally 
located in the City of Rochester. 
Insurance rate 12 cents per $100.00. 
Located on private siding of the Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh Railway, 
enjoying switching at flat Rochester rate with all steam roads. 


B. R. & P. WAREHOUSE, Inc., Rochester, N. Y. 


Choice of the travel-wise 
the new 


Pioneer 
Limited 


~ Chicago . . . Milwaukee 
my, St- Paul .. Minneapolis 


Silent roller beasings Leaves Chicago daily 6:30 p. m. 
Coil spring mattresses Central Standard time. Travels 
Individual bedrooms the shortest and only double- 
Dinner by Rector tracked route via Milwaukee — 
Club car—Valet the water level route. 


LHITAGD GEO. B. HAYNES, yim A Tonite Maneor, 
Mi WAUKEE The Milwaukee Road, Union Station, icago, Ill. a 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Docket of the Commission 


NOTE—litems in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


May 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Simons: 
15085—State Corporation Commission of N. M. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. Ry. et al. (further hearing, only for purpose of determining 
extent to which each of the factors was responsible for unrea- 
sonableness of the through rates). 
18221—-Mineral Mining & Milling Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


May 6—Newton, N. J.—Examiner Peterson: 
18815—Ira Casterline, Inc., vs. Erie R. R. et al. (further hearing). 
21277—Ira Casterline, Inc., vs. Erie R. R. et al. 
22003—Sussex County Fuel Club vs. Erie R. R. et al. 


May 6—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Hoy: 
20877—-Rates on salt to and between points in Southern territory. 
16133—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17032—Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17117—Hudson & Thompson et al. vs. N. I. & N. R. R. et al. 
20657—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
Fourth Section Appl. 2056, 2057, 2060, 601, 542, 1548, 3965, 2138, 2045, 
1563, 1787 and 2043. 
hattanooga Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. S. P. Co. et al. 
ay ‘ Sub. 1)—Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. R. 
et al. 
20809—Birmingham Traffic Assn. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
20926—Cherokee Mills et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
21749—Ohio Salt Co. vs. C. & E. R. R. et al. 


May 6—Sherman, Tex.—Examiner Brown: 
20960—Chapman Milling Co. vs. C. R. I. & G. Ry. et al. 


May 6—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
18589 (and Sub. 1)—Tomahawk Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Can. Natl. 
Rys. et al. 
May 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
22082—Manufacturers’ Ry. vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. 


May 6—Washington, D. C.—Assistant Director Burnside: 
——— — 4107—Claim of Gideon & North Island R. R. under 
ection " 


May 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Harris: 
* 21213—Liberty Weekly, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (adjourned 
hearing). 
May 7—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 3251—Lumber from Pacific Coast points to destinations in 
Colo., N. M. and Tex. 
oor 7—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Brown: 
18102—Boren-Stewart Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


May 7—Albany, N. Y.—Examiner Rogers: 

Ex Parte 38—In the matter of rules and instructions for inspection 
and testing of steam locomotives and tenders in accordance with 
act of February 17, 1911, as amended (with respect to petition 
of N. Y. C. R. R. for exemption of its steam locomotives from 
requirements of rule 116 (i) relating to cab storm windows). 


May 7—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
21294—-Thomas S. Smith & Co. et al. vs. C. & A. R. R. et al. 
Portions Fourth Section Appl. Nos. 2045, 1952, 2138 et al. 


May 8—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Eastman and Examiner 
Hosmer: 
15879—Eastern Class Rate Investigation (further hearing). 


May 8—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Disque: 
Fourth Section Application 13638, filed by Sou. Pac. Co. 
Fourth Section Application 13639, filed by Sou. Pac. Co. 


May 8—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
43955—North American Creamery Co. vs. Amer. Ry. Exp. Co. et al. 
l. & S. 3252—Livestock from points west of Mississippi River to 
eastern destinations. - 
Finance No. 6518—Construction and acquisition of lines by Algers, 
Winslow and Western Ry. (upon exceptions to examiners’ sup- 
plemental proposed report). 


May 8—Chicago, Iil_—Examiner Fuller: ' ; 
13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases (further hearing respecting 
lawful class and commodity rates for application between points 
in upper peninsula of Michigan, and in Wisconsin, other than 
Milwaukee, on one hand, and points in Kans., Mo., south of 
Mo. River, Okla., Ark., Tex. and La. west of Miss. River on 
other hand). 


“— &—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Archer: 
ourth Section Application 13669, filed by F. W. Gomph. 

Finance No. 7495—Joint Application of Public Utilities California- 
Corporation and Nevada-California & Oregon Telephone & Tele- 
graph Co. for a certificate that the acquisition by the former 
company of the properties of the latter company will be of ad- 
vantage to the persons to whom service is to be rendered and in 
the public interest. 


May 8—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Waters: 
1. & S. 3250 (and 1st supplemental order)—Sand, gravel, slag, stone 
and chert between, from and to points in Miss. Valley points. 


wey, 8—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Hoy: 
77—Rates on salt to and between points in Southern territory. 
16133—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17032—Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17117—Hudson & Thompson et al. vs. N. I. & N. R. R. et al. 
20657—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
Fourth Section Appl. 2056, 2057, 2060, 601, 542, 1548, 3965, 2138, 2045, 
1563, 1787 and 2043. 
20829—Chattanooga Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. S. P. Co. et al. 
20844 ‘a Sub. 1)—Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. G. 
et al. 
20809—Birmingham Traffic Assn. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
20926—Cherokee Mills et al. vs. L. N. R. R. et al. 
21749—Ohio Salt Co. vs. C. & E. R. R. et al. 


May 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
19852—Castanea Paper Co. vs. A. C. & H. B. Ry. et al. 
20630—J. Fred Amsden vs. Can. Natl. Ry. et al. 
21990—N. Y. & Pa. Co. vs. D. & H. Co. et al. 


S. R. R. 


May 9—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

20572—-Celotex Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

a 2 oe can =. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

“ . (—Chipboard, fiberboard and pulpb 

to eastern points. pulpboard from gulf per, 

20940—Robert Gaylord Co.evs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
20955—Indiana Coke & Gas Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. 
21050—Schaeffer Griffin Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 


May 9—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Archer: 
21463—Jensma Creamery Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F, Ry, et al 


May 9—Albany, N. Y.—Examiner Rogers: 

Ex Parte 38—In the matter of rules and instructions for ing 
and testing of steam locomotives and tenders in accordance 
act of February 17, 1911, as amended (with respect to petj 
of B. & M. R. R. for exemption of certain of its steam me 
tives from requirements of rule 116 (i) relating to cab sm 
windows). tora 


May 9—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
21915—Interstate Power Co. vs, A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


May 10—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18514—Acme Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
20887—-Acme Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
20149—Clay Products Traffic Assn. of St. Louis District vs, 4. Ca 
¥. By. ot at. ; 


May 10—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Archer: 
21561—Consolidated Copper Mines Corp. vs. Nev. Nor. Ry. et al, 


May 10—Chicago, IIl.—Examiner Smith: 
21931 (and Sub. 1)—Whitacre-Greer Fireproofing Co. vs. B, & 9 
Chicago Terminal R. R. et al. 


May 10—Galveston, Tex.—Examiner Brown: 
21911—Southern Traffic and Audit Assn. vs. I.-G. N. R. R. et al, 
May 10—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Hoy: 
20877—Rates on salt to and between points in Southern territory, 
16133—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17032—-Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17117—Hudson & Thompson et al. vs. N. I. & N. R. R. et al. 
20657—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
Fourth Section Appl. 2056, 2057, 2060, 601, 542, 1548, 3965, 2138, 25, 
1563, 1787 and 2043. 
20829—Chattanooga Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. S. P. Co. et al. 
20844 fone Sub. 1)—Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. G.S.RR 
et al. 
20809—Birmingham Traffic Assn. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
20926—Cherokee Mills et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
21749—Ohio Salt Co. vs. C. & E. R. R. et al. 
May 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Fuller: 
21894—Lehigh Stone Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
May 11—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
21725—Wm E. Dee Co. vs. A: & W. Ry. et al. 
May 11—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
22120—Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Southern Ry. (on mo- 
tion of Southern Ry. to dismiss complaint). 


May ee Minn.—Commissioner Campbell and Examine 
Howell: 
21095 (and consolidated cases)—Rates on newsprint paper, {mport 
and domestic, to. points in Official and Southern Classification 
territories (further hearing). 


May 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: : 
1. & S. 3279—Lime from eastern and Virginia points to Ohio River 
Crossings, St. Louis, Mo., and E. St. Louis, IIl., also Ky. and Tem. 
points. 
May 13—Pine Bluff, Ark.—Examiner Brown: 
21773—Pine Bluff Grain Exchange for Cook-Bahlau Feed Mfg. (0. 
et al. vs. St. L. S. W. Ry. et al. 


May 13—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
so Shore Material Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. (further 
earing). 


May 13—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Hoy: 
20877—Rates on salt to and between points in Southern territory. 
16133—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17032—Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
17117—Hudson & Thompson et al. vs. N. I. & N. R. R. et al. 
20657—Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
Fourth Section Appl. 2056, 2057, 2060, 601, 542, 1548, 3965, 2138, 2M, 

1563, 1787 and 2043. 

20829—-Chattanooga Mfegrs. Assn. et al. vs. S. P. Co. et al. R 
20844 (and Sub. 1)—Americus Grocery Co. et al. vs. A. G. 5. 


et al. 
20809—Birmingham Traffic Assn. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
20926—Cherokee Mills et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
21749—Ohio Salt Co. vs. C. & E. R. R. et al. 


May 14—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
21761—Henry Marble Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. wi 
1. & §S. 3270—Marble, granite and stone from Boston, Mass, 
New York, N. Y., to Chicago, Ill., Peoria, Ill., and Milwaukee, 
21174—-Beidster Marble Co. et al. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. RR 
21351 (and Sub. 1 to 4, incl.)—Koken Companies vs. M. P. 


et al. 
21560—Empire Marble Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. al 
21592—McClymont Marble Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. RB. et . 
21728—Chester N. Marthens Marble Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et 
May 15—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: t- 
* 1. & S. 3261 (and 1st supplement)—Cullet between points in Wes 
ern Trunk Line and Illinois territories. 


May 15—Frankfort, Ky.—Examiner McChord: 
21638—Lee Clay Products Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 
May 15—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
17640—Wrought Washer Mfg. Co. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. tal 
20205—C. Hager & Sons Hinge Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. ® 
20784—Wilkoff Co. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. T 
20639 (and Sub. 1 and 2)—Watson Bros. Steel Co. et al. vs. ™* 
cc Bm me Ot. ol. 
20934—Globe Machine & Stamping Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al 
20848—Merwin Mfg. Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. RA 
1. & S$. 3107—Waster plates or sheets, between points in C. * 
territory. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


ee 
DIRECTORY OF ATTORNEYS AT LAW PRACTICING 


BEFORE THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Ne ET me ererergerereereenrernereren arene 
yoUR ANNOUNCEMENT You can reach Traffic World| PAYSOFF TINKOFF 


in this directory for 52 consecutive 
issues will cost less than first class 
postage to mail a single communi- 
cation to each one of our readers. 


Ricuaxo A. ZWEMER James W. Casey 


7ZWEMER AND CASEY 
Practice Before All Commissions and in All Courts 
Rates—Services—Classifications—Claims 
Suite 1638—11 South La Salle St. 
Telephones Randolph 4202-03 Chicago, Illinois 
NN 


H.D. DRISCOLL 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


f.J. WRIGHT and H. R. CONLEY, Rate Specialists 


502-3 Petroleum Building 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


Washington Office, 714 Transportation Bldg. 
C. R. HILLYER, 


Continental Illinois Building, Chicago, Illinois 
F. C. HILLYER, 
New Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Jacksonville, Fla. 


COMMERCE COUNSEL 


Formerly Attorney-Examiners of the Interstate 
ommerce Commission 








Frank A. Leffingwell Dick Dixon 


LEFFINGWELL & DIXON 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


SPECIALIZING IN RATE, CLASSIFICATION 
AND VALUATION CASES 


Nineteenth Floor, Santa Fe Bldg., Dallas, Texas 





WARREN H. WAGNER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 


Formerly Assistant Chief Examiner 


Interstate Commerce Commission 


CHARLES E. BELL 
TRAFFIC ANALYST 


Freight Rate Analyses 


Pr : and bs 
eparation of Rate Complaints 
Transportation Building | WASHINGTON, D. C. 








B 





ALTIMORE, MD. 


STORAGE WAREHOUSE 
Cold Storage ‘=: General Storage 
Pool Car Distribution—Forwarding—Rigging 


BALTIMORE TRANSFER co Phone Vernon 6300 


*?) Monument and Forrest Sts. 


readers each week 


Through the use of an advertise- 
ment in this space at the small 
expense of about one-fortieth of 
a cent per subscriber. 


CARLE WHITEHEAD ALBERT L. VOGL 


WHITEHEAD & VOGL 


Attorneys at Law 


Twenty Years’ Practice Before 
THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
and STATE UTILITY COMMISSION 
Practice in All Courts 
803-806 Patterson Buildmg = Denver, Colorado 


THOMAS M. WOODWARD 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Formerly Attorney for the Director General 
of Railroads and Attorney and Examiner 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Transportation Building, "WASHINGTON, D.C. 





Moultrie Hitt Ben B. Cain, Jr. 
Clarence A. Miller Kibby Munson 


G. 
HITT, MILLER, CAIN & MUNSON 


Attorneys at Law 


Interstate Commerce and Federal 
Tax Matters a Specialty 


Union Trust Building WASHINGTON, D. C. 


J. K. MOORE 


Attorney at Law 
and 
Rate Specialist 
Specializing in Commerce Practice 
Cotton Exchange Building 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


THOMAS L. PHILIPS 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Especial attention to matters before Inter- 
state Commerce and Federal Trade Commis- 
sions, rates, price fixing and _ valuation. 


PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS 


Liberty Central Trust Co. Bldg., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


DIRECTORY OF TRAFFIC MANAGERS, TRAFFIC 
AND COMMERCE EXPERTS AND SPECIALISTS 


BISHOP & BAHLER 


TRAFFIC MANAGERS 
All Traffic and Transportation Matters 


Interstate Commerce and State Commission Cases 


E. W. HOLLINGSWORTH 
Commerce Attorney 
1006 Fifth Street, Sacramento, Calif. 


319 Fourteenth Street 369 Pine Street 


Oakland, Calif. San Francisco, Calif. 











MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouses Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jobbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


589 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


-AND—— 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT (ILL.) 
SPECIALIZING 


—IN-—- 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE CLAIMS 


AND— 
FEDERAL TAXES 
1540 BUILDERS’ BUILDING CHICAGO, ILL. 


JOS. C. COLQUITT 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Freight Classification Matters 
Interstate Commerce and 
Departmental Practice 


810 Eighteenth St.. WASHINGTON, D. C. 


HARLEIGH H. HARTMAN 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Formerly Rate and Finance Examiner 
and Valuation Attorney for 


Interstate Commerce Commission 
610-614 Mills Building WASHINGTON, D. C. 


HENRY C. KEENE 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Fifteen Years With Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission as Accountant, Attorney and Examiner 


Interstate Commerce Litigation a Specialty 
Transportation Bldg.. WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MANGHUM, MANGHUM & SHANDS 
COMMERCE ATTORNEYS 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. C. 
State-Planters Building, Richmond, Va. 
Mason Manghum, formerly with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and Virginia Commission. 
H. E. Manghum, formerly Commerce Counsel, 
United States Shipping Board. 








JOHN ANDREW RONAN 


LAWYER AND COMMERCE ATTORNEY 
11 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois 
Twenty Years’ Practical Experience in 
Transportation and Traffic Matters 
Telephone Randolph 0844 












T. D. GEOGHEGAN 
COMMERCE SPECIALIST 
Matters Before State and Federal 
Commissions and Departments 


TRANSPORTATION BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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May 15—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Brown: 
20937 (and Sub. 1)—American Co. of Arkansas et al. vs. A. D. & N. 
Ry. et al. 
May 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Boyden: 
* Valuation No. 1060—In re valuation of property of Union Pacific 
BR. &. 
Valuation No. 329—In re Oregon-Washington R. R. & Navi. Co. 
Valuation No. 1007—In re Oregon Short Line R. R. 
Valuation No. 924—In re Ogden Union Ry. and Depot Co. 
Valuation No. 926—In re Northern Pacific Terminal Co. of Oregon. 
Valuation No. 946—In re Leavenworth Depot and R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 962—In re St. Joseph & Grand Island Ry. (further 
hearing). 
May 16—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Fuller: 
21939—-Sand, gravel and crushed stone from Indiana and Illinois 
points to destinations in Illinois. 
1. & S. 3093—Sand, gravel and crushed stone from Indiana points 
to destinations in Illinois. 
21372—Ohio & Indiana Stone Co. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. 
et al. (further hearing). 
May 16—St. Louis, Mo.—Commissioner Brainerd: 
21740—Tariffs of Warrior River Terminal Co. 


May 16—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20610 (and Sub. 1)—Chase & Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. 
1. & S. 3020—Canned goods between points in Calif., Ore., Wash., 
Ida. and Mont. 
17562—Board of Railroad Commissioners of State of Montana, on 
behalf of Missoula Mercantile Co. vs. Bay Transport Co. et al. 
May 16—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiner Disque: 
Fourth Section Application No. 13638 and 13639 (further hearing). 
May 16—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Brown: 
2 ov Rock Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 
et al. 
May 16—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Stiles and Parker: ; 
16746—Independent Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et al. vs. N. Y. C. 
R. R.. et al. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


The rates for classified advertisements are as follows: First in- 
sertion, $1 per tine; minimum charge $3; succeeding insertions, per 
line, 50 cents; 10 words to the line; numbers and abbreviations counted 
as words; 6 point type; payable In advance. Answers te keyed ad- 
vertisements forwarded free of charge and all correspondence held 
in strict confidence. THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 418 South Market 
street, Chicago, III. 


ee eR eRG e 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic man, competent executive, law 
trained and thoroughly experienced handling transportation, purchas- 
ing and sales problems, especially in southern territory; age 34, mar- 
ried, best references, available June 1, will locate anywhere. Ad- 
dress L. C. O. 214, care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic manager or assistant, fifteen years’ 
experience industrial and railroad circles together with special train- 
ing in traffic affairs; married, thirty-seven years old; now employed. 
Address A. A. A. 200, care Traffic World, Chicago, II. 


WANTED—Reference to lower combination of rates to South- 
western territory than present published through rates on any com- 
modity, carloads; liberal compensation. Address D. W. E. 210, care 
Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 

WANTED—By Chicago Traffic Bureau, thoroughly experienced 


freight auditor; all territories and commodities; salary and commis- 
sion. Address E. I. G. 212, care Traffic World, Chicago, Il. 


We Bind The Traffic World 


MINN: EERE (RPE sina) ee RiihreanmaaeprT 
In Best Grade Buckram for $2.25 Per Volume (26 Numbers) 


Pro"We also Bind Ail Kinds of Publications 
The Book Shop Bindery 


350-354 West Erie Street Chicago 


TA G S (Guth 


All grades and colors for every use. \. sour sero we 


| Gamphelt Campbell Paper Box Co. 
“AGS 900 South Main Street 
SOUTH BEND, IND. 


NEW ORLEANS 


In the heart of the Commercial District 
we have a distrib depot for package freight, op- 
for the service of the traffic 


manager 
jialized organization that will handle orders as 
and efficiently as your own shipping department. 


The most centrally located warehouse in the city 


COMMERCIAL WAREHOUSES __ ,QFEICE: 


201 Iberville 


SOUTH MERD. IND. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Vol. Xt, No. 


16844 (and Sub. 1 to 3, incl.)—Swift & Co. et al. ys. A. 7 
17411 So a" sub N 3, inel.)—K Bi. 
an ub. os. 1 to 3, incl.)\—Kennett-Mu 
Buying Organization et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et ait Lave Sing 
21769—Swift & Co. et al. vs..A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (furthers | 
ing). er hea. 
~ er Sa sow and Esch: . 
art 8, cottonseed, its products and relate 
hearing). @ articles (furthe 


May 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19957—Northwestern Ohio Lime Manufacturers et al, yg 
R. R. et al. * V8. Pema 
19951—Ohio Hydrate & Supply Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et a] 
20234 (and Sub. 1)—Acme Glass Co., Inc., vs. Penna. R. R t 
20246 (and Sub. 1)—Washington Building Lime Co. ys, Poms al 
et al. ma. RR 
May 18—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Smith: 
21955—-Darling & Co. vs. B. & Ar. R. R. et al. 
May 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
15030 (Sub. 1)—Oscar Mayer & Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et aj 
20703—Boston Wool Trade Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. RL. R et al 
20989—City of Crawfordsville vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. —~ . 


May 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Devoe: 

* Finance No. 7320 (and Sub. 1)—In the matter of application of Granj 
Trunk Western R. R. for authority to operate and to acquire 
trol of certain railroads, to issue capital stock and bonds, 14 
to assume obligation and liability. aa 


May oe Girardeau, Mo.—Public Service Commission of Mis. 
souri: 

* Finance No. 7402—Application St. L.-S. F. Ry. 
abandon certain lines of railroad 
Madrid, and Pemiscot counties, Mo. 

Mey 20—Fort Collins, Colo.—Public Utilities Commission of Coloma. 

* Finance No. 7438—Joint Application of Colorado R. R. for authority 
to construct a line of railroad in Larimer county, Colo, and of 
the C. & S. : 
by lease. 

* Finance No. 7457—Application Union Pacific R. R. for authority 
to construct a line of railroad in Larimer county, Colo, : 


May 20—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiners Fuller and Peyser: 
17000—Part 4-A—Rates on Refined Petroleum from, to and betwee 
points in southwest (adjourned hearing). 


May 20—Washington, D. C.—Director Mahaffie: 
20672—Interstate Commerce Commission vs. K. C. S. Ry. 


May 20—Roswell, N. M.—Examiner Archer: 
21531 (and Sub. 1)—Oscar White vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
21390—Lane & Fort vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
21832—J. J. Lane vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
21337 (and Sub. 1)—J. J. Lane vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
21984—E.. O. Finley vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
22034—M. L. Cottingham vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


for autho: 
in Stoddard, Dunkin 


Ry. for authority to acquire control of said lip 


LEONARD’S GUIDE 


FREIGHT, EXPRESS, PARCEL POST 
Rates and Routing All in One Book! 
Send for Sample Sheets 


G. R. Leonard & Co. 


155 N. Clark St., Chicago 15 E. 26th St., New York 


Do You Know m«« 


(1) Rent teams and trucks? (2) Distribute pool cars! 
(3) Make daily deliveries to suburbs as well as 
to all parts of Chicago? 


JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER C0, 


Established 1867 1020 South Canal Street, Chicage 


MEMBERS A.W.A O.W.A 


TERMINAL 


BUILDS BETTER BUSINES: 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING ANS DISTRIBUT 


Chieago’s and Kansas City’s 
Most Medern Warehouses 


Merchandise 


Distribution 


2000 Carload 
Capacity 
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